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On 5/14/74, EDWARD HICKEY, Chief of Security | 
_ for Governor RONALD REAGAN, Sacramento, advised that the | 


following Soviet officials were due to arrive at Sacramento 
on 5/25/74: 


en are 
po 
ate 


aCe : 
- ! 
| | 
| | 
| ! 
| 
| 
| : 
| 
| | 
| | 
| | 
| ! 
| : 
| 3 
: 
: ! 
| I 
i | 
| | 
| i 
! | 
| | 





2 - Bureau ( 


| A.- San Francisco (Info) Classified Document C 2 | 
| PG: : : 


epg 


(5) ia 


Classified b 
| | 

| 

| 






Exempt from GD Category 3 
Date of declassi¥iecation: In 


Ronald Reagan-3880 





tS) 


>t. 


Uy 


HICKEY advised that this group is traveling 
from San Francisco on 5/25/74, and intend to stop at the 
Nut Tree along Interstate 80. If they have time they 
will visit the University of California-Davis (UCD) campus 


~~. and expect to arrive at the Governor's Office at the 
‘Capitol at 3:00 p.m. and thereafter at 4:00 p.m., they 


have been invited to « cocktail party at the Governor's 
residence. 


The above names were the only names furnished 
by the Governor’ s Office,.but Mr. HICKEY advised anaes > (HY 


The Bureau is requested to advise if their 
records show any pertinent information concerning the 
above individuals. 

a An information copy is being furnished San 
Franei do [Since the group is supposed to originate travel 
from that division.] 
LEADS : 
SACRAMENTO : 
AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA: 


Will follow through esteblished sources and 
advise of any pertinent information. 
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UNSUB; THREATS AGAINST THE LIVES OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 


STaTES AND GOVERNOR, STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
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AS&C ROBERT BURKE, U.S. SECRET SERVICE PAREN USSS PAREN, 
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA, ADVISED THIS DATE THAT CALIFORNIA STATE 
DiPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, TELEPHONICALLY ADVISED THEIR AGENCY 
ON THE NIGHT OF AUGUST TWENTY-ONE, SEVENTY, HE Tw HAD 
INTERCEPTED TWO LETTERS, WHICH REL..TED INFORMATION OF POSS IBLE 


SIMULTANLOUS ATTACKS UPON THE LIVES OF PRESIDENT NIXON AND 


we 







USSS INVESTIGATION REFLECTS ONE ——— WMA, 
: ad. 
FBI pre 


—_$_—______— PRESENTLY INCARCERATED FOLSOM 


(S}, 


SC 175-NLW 


PAGE TWO 





perree sth 5m j 
THE SECOND LETTER TO GOVERNOR REAGAN. ACIATES THAT HE OVERHEARD 
FIVE OR SIX BLACK INMATES DISCUSSING THE PROPOSED PLAN OF 
ASSASSINATION OF 
SIMULTANEOUS S@0RMFS WAN PRESIDENT NIXON. AND GOVERNOR REAGAN. 
THE ATTEMPT ON PRESIDENT NIXONS LIFE TO TAKE PLACE UPON HIS RETURN 


TO THE WESTERN WHITE HOUSE FROM MEXICO. 


ee 


ASAC BURKE STATES THEY HAVE ALERTED WASHINGTON D.C., bl 
PRESIVENT NIXONS AND GOVERNOR REAGANS STAFFS. BURKE WILL 
KEEP SACRAMENTO ADVISED. 
ViELO 
ABOVE FOR INFORMATION OF BUREAU AND LOS ANGELES IN VWEEW 
OF SECRET SERVICE HANDLING. 


END. 
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Memora ndum DATE o3-18-2003 


TO =: SAC, SACRAMEKTO (175-1.EW) DATE: 8/22/70 


FROM : NIGKT CLERK, MICHAEL HARMON 





en eae 


SUBJECT; UNSUBS; THREATS AGAINST THE LIVES OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE 


S | UNITED STATES AND GOVERNOR, STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 


oy) RE S#CRAMENTO TELETYPE TO THE DIRECTOR AND LOS ANGELES, b6 
SNS bIC 
xk 


ae a Special] Agent Jack Edwards, U. S. Sec S ice, contacted 
Pig this office instant date re [EY Si siverds ed- 
WY | vised that the Folsom State Prison files concerning[ __—_|do not 


{Re ‘show any previous events similiar to the letters or their contents, 
frv\it: Se Edwards also stated that there was no record suggesting that 









VA has a mental problem, : 
a SA Edwards furt i 
a3; b1 
fae 
SA Edwards stated that further contact by his agency with 
would be delayed because prison officials that frequent 
visits to an inmate by federal agents can endanger an inmate's a 
life, re 
OL 
SA Edwards requested writer inform SA Shedd of the abovein- 
formation, 


SA Shedd advised of the above this date, 
The above information being forwarded to the appropriate 
Supv. for any action deemed necessary, 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


UN:TED STATES GOVERNMENT 
Memorandum 


SAC, Sacramento DATE: August 25, 1970 


Director, FBI 


UNSUBS; THREATS AGAINST THE 
LIVES OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE 


UNITED STATES AND GOVERNOR, his FeRtAATION CONTAINED | 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA KOREN JS UNCLASS Fic oe | 
pare 3/2 IN SSAC KO: 2b plate. 
(OS 1G 3. 


Reurtel 8-22-70, 


While it is realized in many cases that the 
differentiation of responsibility between a threat against 
the President matter handled by Secret Service and a 
Presidential Assassination Statute case falling under our 
investigative jurisdiction is a fine one. It is felt in. 
this instance that the case might very well have been handled 
as a Presidential Assassination Statute case, 


gation is instituted and handled according to existing 

Bureau instructions. Of course, Secret Service locally 

Should be immediately advised that we are instituting investi- 
gation to determine if a violation of the Presidential 
Assassination Statute has occurred, 


2 ~- Los Angeles 


STRIPPED AND CONSOLIDATED 
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L. FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FEMR (41 Crrr) 105-11.8 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Memorandum 


SAC (175-37) (C) pate: 1/28/72 


SA THOMAS P. GRIFFIN 


UNSUB; Threat to Kill 

Governor RONALD REAGAN of California 
THREAT AGAINST THE PRESIDENT 

00: SC 


All necessary action has been taken and this 
case should be closed. 


ALL INFURNISTION CONTAINED | 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

DATE 3-13-96. BY_SSA *: 
(eo Ss rf 9 3) 
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(Priority) ; 
ga ye en ae Ns em gre re ee Dope pct Sette! _ 
TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (62-109276) 
FROM : SAC, SEATTLE (62-2635) (RUC) oy WE 
SUBJECT: UNSUB; noe umn A } . 
THREAT TO KILL GOVERNOR 

RONALD REAGAN OF CALIFORNIA, ALL INFCRMA eS a 

THREAT AGAINST THE PRESIDENT HEREIN 1S UUgES 

00: SACRAMENTO | meade :y SSAGBBBRD O/H 


“seveieeea: ioe the Bureau are ten (10) copies of an 
LHM including one (1) for the Secret Service with an FD 376 
attached, and three (3) for Sacramento. No need appears 


for “classifying the LHM. 


Seattle ASAC eelephened< SA RON STAMP, Sacramento 
Division, FBI, at about 7:30 a.m., and furnished him the 
attached information. SA STAMP.stated he would advise the 
Governor's Office promptly. 


No further action being taken at Seattle, UACB. 
[* i; 
2.- Bureau (Enc. 10) iA 
3)r 


(2 - Sacramento (Enc. 


l - Seattle 





RBC:mic 
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Special Agent in Charge 
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In Reply, Please Refer to Seattle, Washington 


File No. 


E> IE ee epee HT: Ae we 7 oe we en -” ~ 





UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION © 


December 6, 1971 | i 


“ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 2 
paTE S=13-9 ©. iv SSA SEBya0/THe 


RE: UNKNOWN SUBJECT, 
THREAT TO KILL GOVERNOR 
RONALD REAGAN OF CALIFORNIA 


ene CP TC A SO 


telephonically advised PAUL R. BIBLER, Assistant Special 


Agent in Charge, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Seattle, be 3 
Washington, the following: bIC 4 
b7D 


At 6:27 a.-m., Pacific Standard Time, December 6, 
1971, received a telephone 


call from an unidentified male who stated he was _ a merican 
citizen and had just 
from California. He state @e was a member of an organized 


group who intended to kill RONALD REAGAN at a meeting in 
Sacramento City Hall on Tuesday, December 7, 1971, at twelve 
noon. He stated, "This is not a crank call," and if the 
proper precautions were not taken, this mishap would occur. 
He hung up and called back within minutes to repeat this was 


not a crank call, “It will happen and I do not want to see 
him die." 


This information was furnished telephonically to 
WAYNE WELCH, Secret Service, Seattle, by SA R. BERT CARTER 
at 9:35 a.m., this date and to the Sacramento FBI Office 
for referral to the Governor's Security Office in Sacramento. 
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TO DIRECTOR AND NEW YORK OnE S, $143 
eSORIVED TX COMMUNICATIONS = M_ 
be 


b7Cc 
ALLEGED PLANNED ASSASSINATION OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, STATE OF bID 


FROM SACRAMENTO (175-NEW) 


CALIFORNIA, DEC. SEVEN, NEXT, SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 


ON INSTANT DATE, ASAC PAUL BIBLER, SEATTLE, ADVISED ONE; 


"be Gt 
END PAGE ONE. gael “posh ef 
l= Seattle (RM) | | by 
‘le /Sacramento . o TSEIGR 
ae | Ww V 
uacae 


AM, INSTANT DATE, FROM UNSUB WHO SAID HE WAS AMERICAN CITIZEN WHO 


HAD sust| «Sd FRROM CALIF. HE STATED HE WAS MEMBER OF 
iN. 


ORGANI ZED GROUP WHICH INTENDED TO KILL RONALD REAGAN AT MEETING @& 


SACRAMENTO CITY HALL, AT NOON, TUESDAY, DEC. SEVEN, NEXT. HE SAID 


“IT WAS NOT A CRANK CALL AND IF PROPER PRECAUTIONS WERE NOT TAKEN, 


REAGAN WOULD BE KILLED, CALLER SAID HE WAS AFRAID CALL WOULD BE 
TRACED AND HUNG UP, BUT CALLED BACK IN FEW MINUTES STATING HE WANTED 
TO BE SURE THEY DID NOT THINK CALL WAS CRANK CALL. 

SGT. PERKINS, SECURITY STAFF FOR GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, WAS 
ADVISED OF ABOVE INSTANT DATE AND ADVISED GOVERNOR IS IN LOS ANGELES 


PREPARING FOR TRIP TO NEW aoe ee a DATE. nak ADVISED a 
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PAGE TWO 

WOULD ARRIVE KENNEDY AIRPORT, NEW YORK, VIA AMERICAN AIRLINES AT 
EIGHT FIFTYTHREE PM AND PROCEED TO WALDORF-ASTORIA HOTEL. ON DEC. 
SEVEN, NEXT, HE WOULD BE ATTENDING PRIVATE LUNCHEON AT ST. REGIS 
HOTEL AT TWELVE FIFTEEN PM AND WOULD THEN RETURN TO WALDORF WHERE 
HE WOULD STAY UNTIL DEPARTURE FOR CALIF. DEC. EIGHT, NEXT, AT NINE 
AM. 

SGT. PERKINS ADVISED HE WOULD NOTIFY GOVERNOR'S CHIEF OF 
SECURITY, ED HICKEY, WHO IS TRAVELING WITH GOVERNOR. 
ADMINISTRATIVE 

ABOVE FOR INFO OF NEW YORK IN EVENT ASSISTANCE REQUESTED BY 
GOVERNOR REAGAN, 


END. 
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Approved: ———————_—__—________-_—— Sent 
Special Agent in Charge 
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aie U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1971 ~413<-135 


NR@@2 SE PLAIN 
19:35AM URGENT 12/6/71 VAB 
TO DIRECTOR (62-199276) CATIN: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION) 


SACRAMENTO seit aie ethane 
UL INFORWIAL ON yee oy &-l 

5 HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED PER S- 
FROM SEATTLE (62-2659) HTB Ab 81 $SAL£B3 RDO / THC 


és CoS, 143) 


VU 
UNSUB3 THREAT TO KILL GOVERNOR RONALD REAGON OF CALIFORNIA THREAT 


AGAINST THE PRESID§NT. . IC 


INFORMATION TELEPHONICALLY TO THE SEATTLE FBI OFFICE DECEMBER SIX 


LAST. 


AT SIX TWENTYSEVEN A.M., PST, THIS oT 


[__]RECEIVED A CALL FROM AN UNIDENTIFIED MALE WHO SAID HE WAS AN 
AMERICAN CITIZEN AND HAD JUSTL——“—*s*s*s‘“‘CSC~zd 
FROM CALIFORNIA. HE SAID HE WAS A MEMBER OF AN ORGANIZED GROUP WHO 
INTENDED TO KILL RONALD REAGON AT A MEETING IN SACRAMENTO CITY HALL 
ON TUESDAY, DECEMBER SEVEN NEXT, AT TWELVE NOON. HE STATED QUOTE 
THIS IS NOT A CRANK CALL UNQUOTE AND IF THE PROPER PRECAUTIONS WERE 
END PAGE ONE 





Ronald Reagan-3791 


> PaGE Two 
62-2635 


NOT TAKEN, THIS MISHAP WOULD occUR. HE HUNG UP AND CALLED BACK 
WITHIN MINUTES TO REPEAT THIS WAS NOT A CRANK CALL QUOTE IT WILL 
HAPPEN AND I DO NOT WANT TO SEE HIM DIE. UNQUOTE. 

THIS INFORMATION WAS FURNISHED TELEPHONICALLY TO WAYNE WELCH, 
SECRET SERVICE, SEATTLE, BY SA R. BERT CARTER AT NINE THIRTYFIVE 
A.M. THIS DATE AND TO THE SACRAMENTO FBI OFFICE FOR REFERRAL TO THE 
GOVERNOR'S SECURITY OFFICE IN SACRAMENTO. 


ADMINISTRATIVE: INFORMATION WAS FURNISHED BY SEATTLE ASAC TO 
SA RON STAMP, SACRAMENTO, AT ABOUT SEVEN THIRTY A.M. AND HE SAID HE 


WOULD ADVISE THE GOVERNOR'S OFFICE PROMPTLY. LHM FOLLOWS. Pe 
END 


VLS 


FBI SACRAMENTO 
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| NITEL | 
Via 
(Priority) 
Ee a a i eR ea a I deh Sa ee ee ae a se ee Se 
TO: ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI 
FROM: SAC, SACRAMENTO (175=new) (P) 
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
SUBJECTS EREIN IS UNC SIFIED 
7 HERE Uae pr SSA SREB RD (7 
UNSUBS (2); THREAT \WGAINST CALIFORNIA (Hos, SoS 198) 


COVERNOR RONALD REAQAN, SACRAMENTO, 


CALIFORNIA, JUNE 26,\1972 
‘THREAT AGAINST PUBLIC OFFICIAL 


(00: SC) 


p REE THTR DM INE TWENTY-SIK INSTANT, Saenadimnammseen 
» ORAGNEVALE, CALIEO 


WAS IN MEN'S SECTION WSINStOCK\S DEPARTMENT STORR, S’CRAMENTO bic 





RIFLE IN CONNZCTION WITH eneie wide AND QUOTE GET HIM ON 
FOLSOM BLVD WHEN HE LEFT HIS HOUSE END QUOTE. ALSO MENTIONED 
CONTRACT FOR THE JOB HAD BEEN OBTAIN'D. UNSUBS DESCRIBED AS 
WELL-DRESSED, ONE WAS,MAFIA TYPE,,WORTY FIVE YEARS, SHORT, HEAVY 
BUILD WHO DROVE NEW CADILLAC BROUGHM SEDAN WITHOUT PLATES, OTHER 
UNSUB ALSO MID-FORTIES, WHITE SHIRT AND TIE WHO MAY HAVE BEEN 
SALESMAN IN SHOPPING CENTER WHERE WEINSTOCK'S LOCATED. 

|_| StaTxD UNSUBS APPEARED TO BE RESPONSIBLE PROFESSIONAL 
PERSONS WHO MET FOR ABOUT FIFTEEN MINUTES AND APPEARED HAVE NO 


INTBEREST IN SHOPPING, 
Ronald Reagan-2739 
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POLLOWING PERSONS ADVISED OF ABOVE BY SA WILLIAM A, WIGHTMAN: 
ED HICKEY; SHCURTTY SECTION, OFFICE OF GOVERNOR REAGAN AT FOUR 
TEN PM AND CAPT, JERRY FINNEY, DETECTIVE DIVISION, SACRAMENTO PD 
AT FOUR TWENTY TWO PM. THOSE ADVISED BY SC GERALD WAYNE CANNEDY 
WERE LT, FRANCIS WALLACE, SACRAMENTO COUNTY SO AT FOUR FIFTEEN pm 
AND SAC DOUG DUNCAN, U.S. SECRET SERVICH, SACRAMENTO AT FOUR THIRTY- 


TWO PM, ALL ON JUNE TWEN'TY-STIx, | bé 
bic 
ADMINISTRATIVE 


COMPLAINANT[ __—s| REQUESTED BY =D HICKEY TO APPEAR at OFFICE 
OF GOVERNOR REAGAN AT FIVE PM TO DISCUSS POSSIBLE ACTION To BE 
TAK{N IN THIS MATTER, GOVERNOR'S OFWICE AND SACRAMENTO PD WILL 
SHARE JURISDICTIONAL INTEREST. 

LHM FOLLOWS. END, 


22 


Approved: 0 —iss—C—C~—sC“‘CSSS gt see OE = Per 
Special Agent in Charge U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1971—413—138 
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July 27, 1972 neg Peruri CONTAINED 
HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED | gene ppp lt. 
DATE 3213" on . j 
UNKNOWN SUBJECTS (2); (fo, (19, 


Threat Against California 
Governor RONALD REAGAN 
Sacramento, California 


June 26, 1972 


At approximately 3:30 pm, June 26, 1972,[ sid 
Orangevale, California, 
who is unemployed, contacte e Sacramento Office of the 


| 
| 

| 

| 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, and furnished the following | 
information: 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


stated that earlier in the afternoon of 
June 26, 1972, he had been browsing in the men's clothing 
section of Weinstock's Department Store, Country Club | 
Center, Sacramento, California, and overheard two white 
males discussing possibly obtaining a rifle in connection | 
with California Governor Ronald Reagan and were heard to 
state they would "get him on Folsom Boulevard when he left 
his house." One of these persons also allegedly stated 
that "the contract for the job had been obtained." 


continued that he was obscured from visual 
contact with these two persons during their meeting which 
lasted about fifteen minutes and could only hear random 
portions of their remarks. He said that they appeared to 
be responsible, well-dressed professional_persons who 
seemed to have no interest in shopping. [described 
these persons as follows: 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the 
FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; it 
and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


| 

| 

| 

| 
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5 - Bureau POSSE | 
1 - uSSS, SC ~~ > | 
2 - Sacramento, (1_~ 175-45) (1 - 66-214) | 
oo grh or Ronald Reagan-2741 | 
| 





I Pa eee 


RE: 


Suspect Number One 
Sex 

Race 

Age 

Height 

Weight 

Build 

Complexion 

Hair 

Appearance 


Suspect Number Two 
Sex 


Race 

Age 
Height 
Weight 
Build 
Complexion 
Dress 


UNKNOWN SUBJECTS (2); Threat Against 
California Governor RONALD REAGAN 


Male 

Caucasian 

45 years 

5 feet 10 inches 

230 

Heavy 

Olive 

Short, black, curly, gray at temples 

"Typical Mafia" dress, expensive 
charcoal suit, blue dress 
shirt and tie 


Male 

Caucasian 

Middle forties 

5 feet 10 inches 

175 - 180 

Medium 

Medium 

Dark slacks, gray dress shirt 
and tie 


concluded by stating that unknown male 


number one Left Weinstock's Department Store and drove | 
away in a 1971 or 1972 powder blue Cadillac Brougham ae 
with no visible license plate, either permanent or | 


The following persons were notified of the above 


information on June 26, 1972. 


Z Ronald Reagan-2742 


RE: UNKNOWN SUBJECTS (2); Threat Against 
California Governor RONALD REAGAN 


Time Person Notified 





4:10 pm Ed Hickey 
Director of Security 
Office of the California 
Governor Ronald Reagan 


4:15 pm Lieutenant Francis Wallace 
Sacramento County Sheriff's Office 


4:22 pm Captain Jerry Finney 
Detective Division 
Sacramento Police Department 


4:32 pm Special Agent in Charge 
Douglas Duncan 
Sacramento Office 
United States Secret Service 


On June 27, 1972, Ed Hickey, supra, advised that 
he subsequently determined through the Sacramento Police 
Department that the complainant in this matter, 
| | has been known in the past to have fabricated 

se stories of possible crimes or plots and has a 
"detective complex." bE 
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July 27, 1972 


Director LL UNFORRIS U8 CON TAINED 
United States Secret Service HEREIN iS UNULASSI IED | [he 
Department of the Treasury DATES Pate ay SA 4503 


Washington, D. C. 20220 | RE: UNKNOWN SUBJECTS (2) 
Threat Against California Governor 
RONALD REAGAN, June 26, 1972 

The information furnished herewith concerns an individual or organization believed 
to be covered by the agreement between the FBI and Secret Service concerning protective 
responsibilities, and to fall within the category or categories checked. 


Dear Sir: 


1. [|] Threats or actions against persons protected by Secret Service. 


2. {_] Attempts or threats to redress grievances. 

3. [_| Threatening or abusive statement about U. S. or foreign official. 

4. {_] Participation in civil disturbances, anti-U. 8. demonstrations or hostile 
incidents against foreign diplomatic establishments. 

5. [—] egal bombing, bomb-making or other terrorist activity. 


6. {| Defector from U. S. or indicates desire to defect. 


7. (y Potentially dangerous because of background, emotional instability or 
activity in groups engaged in activities inimical to U. 5S. 


Photograph [] has been furnished [jJenclosed [_}is not available. 


a () 
XO buch ee ie 


L. Patrick Gray, Il 
Acting Director 


2 - Bureau 


1 - Special Agent in Charge (Enciosure(s)) 


LOS SSW 


U.S. Secret Service , Sacramento 
Enclosure(s) (Upon removal of classified enclosures, if any, this transmittal form a a 
ee becomes UNCLASSIFIED.) rs = ( ™~, 
2 L~« ‘Sacramento (175-45) eee 
aes oe Ronald 
ANT EE : Reagan-2744 
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ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI July 27, 1972 
SAC, SACRAMENTO (175-45) C 


UNKNOWN SUBJECTS (2); 
Threat Against California = aj. INFORMATION CONTAINED 


Governor RONALD REAGAN HEREIN IS UNCLASSIHED pln 
Sacramento, California bre 2th SATIS ES [She 
é 


June 26, 1972 

THREAT AGAINST PUBLIC OFFICIAL 
OO - Sacramento 

Re Sacramento nitel to Acting Director 6/26/72. 


Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of a 


letterhead memorandum dated and captioned as above. 


FD-376 is attached hereto and a copy of this 


letterhead memorandum has been di sseminated to United States 
Secret Service locally. 


b6 


Complainant [was interviewed by b7C 


SA WILLIAM A. WIGHTMAN and was subsequently referred 

directly to ED HICKEY, Director of Securit) Office of 
Governor REAGAN, who also interviewed at about 5:30 pm 
on June 26, 1972. 


SA WILLIAM A. WIGHTMAN notified ED HICKEY, supra, 


and Captain JERRY FINNEY, Detective Division, Sacramento 
Police Department, of the information in this matter. 
SC GERALD WAYNE CANNEDY advised Special Agent in Charge 
DOUG DUNCAN, United States Secret Service, and Lieutenant 
FRANCIS WALLACE, Sacramento County Sheriff's Office, on 
the details in this matter. 

\ 


No further action is being taken by the Sacramento 


Office in this matter. LA4aS- SS- 


2 > Bureau (Enc. 5) 
~- Sacramento 


-WAW/grh 
(3) 


fois 
iN. 


\ 
| 
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Date: 9/6/75 /) oy, 
Transmit the following in PLAINTEXT 
(Type in plaintext or code) , 
Via TELETYPE IMMEDIATE | 
(Priority) | 
Sa a a i a A 8 Sia Es Bee as cl OR a SN Ts A SS ng Ni Py tees ett SER eel aaa ae een se ee 
TO: BUREAU 
LOS ANGELES (175-113) 
NEW YORK ALL, INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 


WFO pate Sly (Fu BY 03 Kq 


FROM: SACRAMENTO (175-73) (P) 40S, 19% 


LYNETTE ALICE FROMME, AKA. ASSAULTING THE PRESIDENT. 


~~] 
O 


RE SEATTLE TEL TO BUREAU, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. 

RETEL INDICATED MANSON GIRLS HAD NUMEROUS POLITICAL FIGURES 
AS TARGETS FOR ASSASSINATION. SUBSEQUENT INTERVIEW OF[ | 
— OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON, INDICATED EX-GOVERNQR OF CALI- 
FORNIA RONALD REAGAN, VICE PRESIDENT NELSON ROCK ELLER, SECRE- 
TARY OF STATE HENRY KISSINGER, AND GOVERNOR BROWN OF CALIFORNIA 
AMONG THOSE TARGETED BY GROUP. 

INVESTIGATION AND INTERVIEWS IN SACRAMENTO TO DATE HAVE 
NOT SUBSTANTIATED ANY THREATS AGAINST SPECIFIC INDIVIDUALS. 
THIS HAS BEEN BROUGHT TO ATTENTION OF BROWN OF CALIFORNIA. 
RECOMMENDED LOS ANGELES HANDLE NOTIFICATION OF REAGAN'S SECURITY 


STAFF. WFO HANDLE NOTIFICATION OF SECURITY STAFFS OF ROCKE- 





FELLER AND KISSINGER. FURNISHED FOR INFO NEW YORK. 


END. 
Ronald Reagan-3248 
TPG: smd a5 
> ZtY" i 
Wee @ a | } 
Approved: pele Sent 


M eae ; 
Special Agent in Charge Day tr ‘ alt Ahetie GPO : 1970 O - 402-735 


itr FEOO eos Als” 
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FBI 
Date: 9/]0/75 


Transmit the following in . 
(Type in plaintext or code) | 













Via TELETYPE IMMEDIATE 
(Priority) 
A ce at a ea a aR a ca a ea ee Rage hn ea a eh ah ace wt cme he ea soe a eee Ree eM eee 
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI 
SAN DIEGO 


LOS ANGELES (]75-]]3) 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 


DATE ¢ B 
ATTENTION: INTD AND GID. She fA BY 
FROMFORD 

RE LOS ANGELES NITEL SEPTEMBER 9, ]975 


NITEL SEPTEMBER 9, ]975, REGARDING 





CONTACT WITH ROBERT HOOPER, SENIOR SPECIAL AGENT, 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, AND JOHN CARBONE, 
GOVERNOR'S PROTECTION DETAIL, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE AT 
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA, REGARDING THE EXISTENCE OF A LETTER 
FROM CHARLES MANSON TO LYNETTE FROMME ADVOCATING THE TORTURE 
AND BEHEADING OF THE FAMILY OF FORMER CALIFORNIA GOVERNOR 
RONALD REAGAN. UNPRODUCTIVE. CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS MADE CURSORY SEARCH AND INQUIRY AND COULD NOT 
LOCATE LETTER. CARBONE REVIEWED MANSON FILE AT HIS OFFICE 
AND COULD NOT LOCATE LETTER. INFORMATION WAS DEVELOPED 


CONCERNING LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT, .INTERVIZW 














SJF/sih (1) a Teehurr F, 
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Approved: | : Sent 4it-= 7" om Per 4 
special Agent in Charge U.S.Government SriataeCen : 1972 — 455-574 
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Date: 


Transmit the following in SERRE ROE ETE 
(Type in plaintext or code) | 


(Priority) 


oC } 75-73 PAGE TWO 
OF STEPHEN RICHARD DUFAU OCTOBER 27, ]97]. DUFAU APPARENTLY 
PROVIDED INFORMATION OF A CHARLES MANSON PLOT TO ASSASSINATE 
REAGAN AND SHOOT OFF HIS HANDS AS MANSON WANTED ONE. INTERVIEW 
WAS CONDUCTED BY DEPUTY GLEASON, HOMICIDE BUREAU, LOS ANGELES 
COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE, CASE FILE 06902378]0780]6 AND 
47)-]5792-2070-362. 

DEPUTY RICHARD ADAMS, LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE, 
ON SPECIAL ASSIGNMENT TO ASSIST SACRAMENTO DIVISION, ADVISED 
HE BELIEVED DUFAU RECENTLY MURDERED IN PRISON IN STATE OF 
WASHINGTON AND INFORMATION OBTAINED DURING INTERVIEW HAD BEEN 
RESOLVED. 

SAN DIEGO AT SAN DIEGO - PROVIDE THERMOFAX OF ARTICLE 
WHICH REPORTEDLY APPEARED IN SAN DIEGO UNION NEWSPAPER 
THIS DATE, ATTENTION SA FULLERTON. 

LOS ANGELES AT LOS ANGELES - CONTACT DEPUTY GLEASON (SUPRA) 
FOR DETAILS REGARDING DUFAU MATTER AND ATTEMPT TO DETERMINE 
IF IDENTICAL. 


END. 


Ronald Reagan-3250 


PADDIOV C0 Scene se eee. SOE 3 eM Per 
Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574 


NR@17 SE PLAIN 
1157 PM IMMEDIATE SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 GJW 
TO DIRECTOR 

“SACRAMENTO 
FROM SEATTLE (175-NEW) (¢P) 3P 
LYNETTE ALICE FROMME, AKA$ ASSAULTING THE PRESIDENT. 00: SC. 


Panes ne 


REMYTEL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, | 
[__ REINTERVIEWED IN DEPTH aT 6208 PM, 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, aT|_ «| OLY MP TA, WASHINGTON BY 


SA ROBERT H. wICK, FBI, AND SA WILLIAM NELSON, U.S. SECRET SERVICE, 
‘SEATTLE. |_| FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING “ADDITIONAL INFORMATIONS 


HE BELIEVED THE NAME OF THE MANSON GIRL[ 
[was “LYNN (LNU). THE REFERENCE TO “LYNN” AROSE DURING [8 
, setae OOTO OTe I 
B 


A DISCUSSION SUBSEQUENT TO OBSERVING A TELEVISION PROGRAM OR 
TELEVISION NEWS PROGRAM INWHICH MANSON WAS MENTIONED. THIS PROGRAM 
WAS TELCAST SOMTIME BETWEEN AUGUST 22 - 24, 1975 ON AN UNRECALLED 
TELEVISION STATION IN SACRAMENTO.[ __|cLaimeD TOo[) 
[AND TALKED wITH HER FOR SEVERAL HOURS, BUT DID NOT 
INDICATE THE SPECIFIC DATE THIS OCCURED. 

END PAGE ONE 


AGL INPORMATLON GCONTALNED 


1S UNCLASSIFIED 
aS panels, 
} oS 193 





! 

sree [az ARCHED 
se ‘ALIZED____ je" _ FILED 
ae ee s4g7e 
| [231 SACRAMENTO ' 


Ronald Reagan-3251 


INDEXED. 








PAGE Two 
SE 175-NEW 
|_| RECEIVED IMPRESSION | |uap KNOWN “LYNN” BEFORE| | 
[sue tocoL___|]tHat sHE AND TWO OTHER MANSON'S FEMALES WERE 
IN THE FORE FRONT OF THE MOVEMENT; THAT THEY HAD BEEN BACK IN 
WASHINGTON D.C.3 BUT HAD MOVED OUT TO SACRAMENTO WHERE THEY COULD 
BE IN CLOSE AND ACTUAL CONTACT WITH MANSON. “LYNN” MENTION THE 
FEMALES wERE ANXIOUS TO GET SUPPORT FOR THE MOVEMENT AND WERE Bic 
SOLICITING SUPPORT ON THE STREETS OF SACRAMENTO. THEY WERE ALSO 
GOING TO CAUSE SOME UNSPECIFIED KIND OF TROUBLE IN CALIFORNIA. SHE 
SAID THEY STILL HAD THEIR “PURIFICATION LIST” AND IN ADDITION TO 
THOSE ENUMERATED IN RETEL STOCKS ADDED THE NAME OF FORMER CALIFORNIA 
_SOVERNOR RONALD REAGON AS OW THE LIST. 
[|swtp[ | may sTILL BE RESIDING aT[ sd 
| ——s————sideescripep[ aS A WHITE MALE, 5°11", 140 LBS., 


DARK BROWN LONG HAIR, SHORT CROPED BEARD, USUALLY QUIET AND SOFT 


SPOKEN. HE HAS a GIRLFRIEND EMPLOYED AT[. Ss Ss—~—sSSCSdYSSC 
[ame unxwown, [| C“‘CO’COC;C*C*#C#C*C*C*C‘idz;, 


HE HAS A HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION AND INDICATED THAT HE WOULD RATHER 
(PHONETIC) MENTIONED 


END PAGE TWO ; yi, 


Ronald Reagan-3252 


PAGE THREE 
SE 175-NEW 
USED DOPE, BUT INDICATED NO SYMPATHY FOR THE MANSON cause.{ | 
saiD| __|cOULD NOT FURNISH ANY INFORMATION REGARDING ANY MEMBERS 
OF MANSON CLAN EXCEPT AS SET FORTH apove. | | NEVER SAW . 
"LYNN" AND HE REPORTED THIS INFORMATION ONLY BECAUSE OF THE aTTEMPT b7C 
ON THE PRESIDENTS LIVE TODAY AS A RESULT OF NEWS MEDIA PROGRAMS. 
ADMINISTRATIVE: | 
BUREAU SHOULD CONSIDER INFORMING FORMER GOVERNOR REAGON OR 

HIS STAFF RELATIVE TO HIS BEING NAMED aS A POSSIBLE TARGET OF AN 
ASSASSINATION ATTEMPT. 

[__|pID NOT KNOW AHE IDENTITY OF ANY OTHER INDIVIDUALS 
INCLUDED IN THE " PURIF{CATION LIST” MENTIONED BY THE GRouP.| | 
INDICATED HE wOULD REMAIN IN OLYMPIA FOR TWO - THREE WEEKS AND 
WOULD BE AVAILABLE FOR FURTHER INTERVIEWS IF NECESSARY. SECRET 
SERVICE, SEATTLE, AWARE OF ALL DETAILS. 
END 


SJP FBI SC CLR 
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NR@13 WA PLAIN 544AM MRF 
1:18 AM SEPTEMBER 9, 1975 NITEL SP 
TO:  +‘DIRECTOR, FBI 
LOS ANGELES (175-113) 
SACRAMENTO (175-73 
SAN FRANCISCO (175-72 
PORTLAND 
SEATTLE 
FROM: SAN DIEGO (175-111) (P) 2P 
ATTN: INTD AND GID 
FROMFORD. OO: SACRAMENTO 
ON SEPTEMBER 8, 197%, 








PY TELEPHONICALLY ADVISED THE SAN DIEGO OFFICE 


ON A CONFIDENTIAL BASIS 






APPROXIMATELY. 
ONE AND ONE-HALF TO FOUR YEARS AGO, CHARLES MANSON, WHILE. 

IN PRISON, WROTE A LETTER TO LYNETTE FROMME IN WHICH MANSON 
ADVOCATED THE TORTURE AND BEHEADING/OF THE FAMILY OF FORMER 
CALIFORNIA GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN/ THE THREATS CAME TO THE 
ATTENTION OF THE REAGAN FAMILY APPARENTLY THROUGH THE CALIFORNIA 
STATE POLICE. 


po ERTTICAL OF THE Lac 


END PAGE ONE 


ALL INFORMATION CONTA ING? ae 
HOREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED ey 
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PAGE Two 
SD 175-111 | | 
OF DISSEMINATION OF THE THREAT, FEELING THAT IF THE 
DANGEROUS PROPENSITY OF FROMME HAD BEEN MADE KNOWN TO 
APPROPRIATE FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, THE ATTEMPTED 
ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT FORD MIGHT HAVE BEEN AVERTED. 
| | RECEIVED HIS INFORMATION IN THIS MATTER FROM A SOURCE WHOM 
HE FEELS TO BE RELIABLE AND WHOSE IDENTITY | | : 
| |wILL WoT prvuLer. | | . 208 
THE ABOVE IS BEING FURNISHED FOR INFORMATION AND ANY 
POSSIBLE ACTION DEEMED APPROPRIATE BY SACRAMENTO. 
END | | | 


FOR ANY QUESTIONS/ CORRECTIONS CONTACT SAN DIEGO DIVISION 


ACK FOR TWO TELS 
SJP FBI SC CLR 
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FD-350 (Hev. 7-16-63) 


(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 





“BY MANSON, 


Reagan Tells 





Of Threats 


To Family 


By JACK WEBB 


Gov, Resgap/and his family were under - 
heavy guard his last year in office because 


of threats by the Manson Family to kidnap 
Mrs. Reagan and her children, Reagan 


said yesterday. 


At the same time, a spokesman for Atty. 
Gen. Evelle Younger said that four years 
ago Manson made a threat to send “‘five 
people to assassinate President Nixon and 
Reagan.” | 

A series of threats against his family 
were attributed to the Manson Family 
between the fall of 1973 and the time 


Reagan left office in January, 1973, Gov. . 


Reagan said. 
Edward V. Hickey, executive director of 


the California State Police under Reagan, 


fe age all AE EP 


said he became aware of reports about 
alleged Manson Family threats against the 


‘ Reagans in the fall of 1973 and that it was 


his understanding that the reports came 
from “informants who could say what the 
Manson Family was talking about.” Hie- 
key said the FBI and other agencies were 


a 


aware of the alleged threats. as 


UR 


i 
we 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
WERELN 1S UNCLASSIFLEL 
patgol¢ [9% sy SSA® 


Reagan Recalls Threats 


Reagan, in an interview, at first said he — 


could not recall being told of the threats at 


the time. Later, however, after discussing 


it with Mrs. Reagan, he said he recalled 
being informed. , 

The threats never were made public. 
They were viewed seriously by members 
of Reagan’s staff, however, according to 
agents involved in the case. 


One undercover ayent said the plan was 


to kidnap Mrs. Reagan and their children 
and “‘torture and behead them one by one” 
until Manson was released from prison. 


Dale Speck, director of the division of | 


law enforcement under Younger, said the 
alleged Manson threat against Nixon and 
Reagan “is the attorney general’s only 
recollection of threats involving the Man- 


son Family.” Pa 


Another Younger spokesman, however, 
said the state police, under Hickey, were 
primarily responsible for Reagan’s securi- 
ty, and that Younger might not have heen 


informed of other threats involving the 


Marcon Pemily, 


Message From Prison. 


One of {he threats involved an alleged 
message from Manson, then in prison, to 


Lynette (Squeaky) Fromme, according to . 
an undercover agent. Miss Fromme, a . 


Family member, was indicted in Sacra- 


mento yesterday for pointing a pistol at 


President: Ford last Friday. 


Hiickey said the alleged Manson Family 
threats came at a time when Mrs. Reagan 
already had been threatened with ‘““maim- 
ing and killing” and that she already was 
receiving “full-time, around-the-clock pro- 
tection.” . 


Hickey emphasized, however, that he 
versonally did not have information that 
Charles Manson ordered his followers to 
kidnap or harass the Reagans. ‘ 


“Police intelligence determined that this — 


was the understanding that the Family 


had as to'wwhat their role was, (and) it was- 


our interpretation that this was the way It 
coud happen, because Gi tae ulterances of 
the Family, as reported OV iuformaits who 
could say whai the Family was talking 
aboui.”’ 
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{Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.) 


Date: q| ] | 7) S 

Edition: GQ/¥ DIEGO MIDAS 

Author: #@#AC K& UNS LF 

Editor: 

Title: PEAGAN TELLS OF 
THREATS 70° FAMILY 


Character: 
or 
Classification: i G 


Submitting Office:OfAh OLrEso 
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and one , Cony a this ¢ iipping : . om 
and Los Angeles in oka of t ir iceeneee - this ‘matter. 
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Statement issued by Governor Reagan on the signing 


of AB 1304 on March 23, 1974 


a 
“™~ a 


"I realize this is an extremely controversial bill and that both sides have 
put forth convincing ere uiarae for their points of view. However, I feel 
that by signing the bill into noWs California will maintain its position of 
leadership in formulating interstate taxation policy and will continue to 
have the opportunity to protect its interests. In addition, this action will 
forestall preemption of this vital policy-making area by the federal sueeeh: 
ment. I believe the states, who have a better understanding of their 
particular problems involving taxation, are in a better position to deter- 


mine policy in taxing multi-state taxpayers. "! 


ALT, INFORMATION CONTAINED 
IVRETN TS UNCLASSIFIED | 
DATE Site ss 9508 , 
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DATE: 


REPLY TO 


ATTN OF: 


SUBJECT: 


TO: 





sNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


yn 78 memorandum 


sacl Me os ANGELES (183-250)(22)(P) 


UNSUBS; 

POLITICAL CORRUPTION 
CALIFORNIA STATE LEGISLATURE 
RICO 

OO: Sacramento 


TO: SAC, SACRAMENTO (183-79) 


Re Los Angeles letter to Sacramento dated 7/10/78. 


Enclosed herewith is a copy of a verbatim statement 
by former California Governor RONALD REAGAN on signing AB 1304 
into law on March 23, 1974. 


For investigative purposes, the significant period 
of time in this legislation's history runs from date of author- 
ship by Senator NEWTON RUSSELL which is 2/28/74, through 
3/23/74, when REAGAN signed the bill into law. It is signi- 
ficant to note that REAGAN's statement which is enclosed 
makes reference to "an extremely controversial bill." 


In the interim period between 2/28/74, and 3/23/74, 
the legislation was vigorously opposed by major corporations 
headquartered in states other than California, who were doing 
business in California. Conversely it developed that many 
California headquartered corporations, particularly Standard 
Oil of California, favored the bill as it would have brought 
a more equitable corporate tax rate to California headquartered 
corporations. It is explained that corporations doing business 
in California but headquartered in other states were to that 
point in time taxed only in their home states. 


Two of the many out-of-state corporations opposing 
this legislation were the Gulf § Western Corporation head- | 
quartered in New York City, New York, and the Ford Motor be 
Company of Dearborn, Michigan. : 






G) - Sacramento (Encl. 
2 - Los Angeles / 





INDEXED 2 aoe 
FILED.» 


ae « 19/78 
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iy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
Ronald Reagan-3116 Coe ea CFR) 101-11.6 


5010-112 


LA 183-250 


ois understood to have flown to oacramento and 
1scussed AB 1304 with then Speaker of the Assembly ROBERT 
RETTI and then 














these meetings, it is further understood that 
pressed strong opposition to the bill on behal 


his 


on. It has further_been reported that during 
fs discussions with[ and possibly MORETTI, 

e came to learn that one or bo or the aforementioned 
men were prepared to kill the bill for $50,000 and £ 


that the money was to be transmitted initial] 


As previou orth in referenced letter 
at Gulf & Western, one 1s 
also understood to have been apprised of the fact that the 


legislation could have been killed for $50,000 b 
In_ the case of the Ford Motor Compan 













Sacramento, telephone 


was personally told by[ | that the bill could be 
killed for $50,000. 


It is further understood that at that point in 
time,MORETTI and[ si very likely attempted to capi- 
talize on their respective positions in the Assembly and 
may have offered Standard Oil of California guarantees tnat 
they could influence the passage of this legislation, pre- 
Sumably for a large sum of money. 


It is further understood that the Stand: j 
Company of California had hired Od 
[ts push the passage of through the Legis- 
ature. 


It is reported thatl__—sd|: nad conversations with 


MORETTI and during which time they may have ot- 
fered their support for the bill for an unknown sum of money 
and that the possibility may exist that Standard Oil of 
California, and others seeking the legislation, paid money 
inasmuch as AB 1304 was ultimately passed into law. 


It_is further understood that a 










would have known whether MOREIT 
offered their support of AB 1304 for money 
off once the bill was passed. 





and were pai 
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It is further reported that Assemblyman RUSSELL 
introduced what is referred to as a "clean up bill", AB 4093, 
which was passed on 4/25/74, and which essentially minimized 
the effects of the important sections of AB 1304. 


The following are additional segments of infor- 
mation which may be useful to Sacramento as this information 
1S pursued: 


It is further reported that at approximately the 
point in time when AB 1304 was being heard by the State 
Assembly, Assembly Speaker ROBERT MORETTI accumulated a 
restaurant and bar bill of approximately $500 at Frank Fat's 
Restaurant which is a known hangout for politicans and lobbyists 
in Sacramento. It is further reported that on the instructions 


of MORETTI, the bj mitted to the Ford Motor Company 
for payment. It is understood b6 
a Cook the matter to the Ford Motor Company bic 


Superior from whom he receives instructions and was told 

that the Ford Motor Company would not permit him to pay 

the bill through Ford expense monies. It is further reported 
that rather than antagonize or provoke MOREITI, 

paid the $500 restaurant and bar bill accrued by MORETTI 
through his own resources. 


In view of i mMmended that Ford 


Motor Compan be interviewed 
at his Sacramento offices with the approach being that he 


Ronald Reagan-3118 


LA 183-250 


was being contacted to secure his views on any AB 1304 was 


passed. Sacramento should be aware that initial 
reaction should be defensiy it is understood that 
he was approached to paylo «es Boe to kill that 
legislation. 


It is further suggested that initially the inter- 
viewing Special Agents should refrain from discussing knowledge 
of his direct offer from[_Jand rather approach him 
by soliciting his cooperation and views on why the bill 
was passed. In this regard, the initial questions Suggested 
Should pertain to the bill itself, the identities of the 
corporations that would have benefited from the passage Re 
of the bill, particularly the corporations that were actively bI7C 
Supporting it, including Standard Oil of California. If 
it develops ie Nas receptive_to that line of 
questioning, then mention of MORETTI, and Standard 
Oil's posture should be directed to him. It is further 


su degree of knowledge relative to 
role in the passa his legislation 
Should be elicited. Assuming that extends his 


cooperation to_that int, he should be specifically questioned 
as to sneer ee directly approached him for 


$50,000 to kill the legislation. 


- 4* - 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVES‘ ‘IGATION 


REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 
SACRAMENTO SACRAMENTO 10/7/77 1/24 - 9/23/77 
TITLE OF CASE REPORT MADE BY TYPED BY 


DONALD KENT BROWN SA JOHN F. MULLIGAN SMD 
CHARACTER OF CASE 


o : ; 





eee ee ae ey ORR ee Ee 8 te HEN et Aa An me oh SET BE & ty Oe, 


RICO 





REFERENCES: LAtel to Bureau 4/20/77, entitled UNSUBS, Corruption, 
California State Legislature, RICO, OO: LA; 
LAairtel to SC, 4/28/77; 
LAairtel to HO, 6/22/77; 
LVlet to LA, 7/20/77; 
WFOairtel to SC, 7/25/77. 


, ALY, INFORMATION CONTAINED 
= = HEREIN IS Ae ae est 22 
| pasnb/lafYlo sr SSA4 Gos ask O 
ENCLOSURES . 
; Pe 425; 192 
1 TO THE BUREAU AND RECEIVING OFFICES EXCEPT LAS VEGAS: 
fi One copy each of three newspaper articles dated 372774, 4/3774, 
. and 5/19/75. 
q 
i s 
____ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED 3+NONE EQUIT:lexee aseuen 
convic.| SRA ONIFUS. FINES SAVINGS recoveries | TALS 
IPENDING OVER ONE YEAR [_Jres £2]No 
PENDING PROSECUTION 
OVER $1X MONTHS [_lres ae 
approveo “|]{ ee aes DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES 2 


een ee ee Re 


1-USA, Sacramento (Enc. 3) 
. 2-Las Vegas (183-157) : Lee 

2-Los Angeles | (183-250) (Enc. 3) 

2-San Diego (Ene. 3 ta 

2-San Francisco (Enc. 3) 


2-WFO (183-153) {Ene. 3) }. ae | 
(2?Sacramento (183-94) | [el . N 
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ADMINISTRATIVE | 


The investigative period is eight months due to the 
fact that investigation was conducted by the Los Angeles office 
regarding related matters, and portions of that investigation 

have been included in this report for clarity. 


For information of the Bureau, Sacramento is main- 
taining a control file. entitled UNSUBS; Corruption, California 
State Legislature, RICO, 00: SC,-SC 183-79. This file is 
being used for dissemination of information regarding illegal 
activity centered around the California State Legislature. 
After sufficient information is developed and manpower avail- 
able, new cases will be opened regarding specific individuals 
who are named in the control file. 


bé 
~The Las Vegas office by letter dated 7/20/77, ee 
. provided the i keround information regarding 
NADINE HENLEY and ROBERT F. BENNETT as 


-obtained from Las Vegas indices check and contact with estab- 
lished and reliable sources: 


NADINE MARGARET HENLEY is described as follows: 


Race Caucasian 

Sex Female 

DPOB ._—_.:_.... 11/8/06, Bloomington, Indiana 
Height a2. 

Weight : 175 

Hair and eyes Gray 

SSAN ; 469-01-0103 

Spouse ; HUDSON SNOWDEN MARSHALL 


Residence 4072 Township Avenue 
. Simi Valley, California - 


On 7/15/77, ease ree nee a eemeeemaec eee! - 
ae —— anonymity requested, furnished the following 
intormation: . ee 
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eae . She | was ‘born at Bisenitoken, diana, on 11/8/06; a : 
. and is married to HUDSON SHOWDEN MARHSALL, a self-employed ~ 1". 
consultant in systems analysis. She does not have any children, | 





; She attended the Mac Phail School of Music and ° es a 
Drama, Minneapolis, frem 1928 to 1930, taking a teacher's s 


; course in drama. She also has taken college extonsion courses 
in investments, accounting, Manes Rene development, So 


She has resided in the greater Los ‘Angeles area 7 a 
since 1957. aie oo eT oe, ea 


- . © Cd 


fe ae 2s Ste tas the following work record: at, yee 
: we 1928 = 1929 _: ° We. B. Foshay Company, = pt 


} 
er P we gee, Ve Minneapolis ~ traveling secretary 
; Sores “ “ * ei 


: one: ee. 1930 ~ 1933 * ° BancNorthwest Company,:- - et ee 

| ey. OR is, Big a. of Minneapolis - Secretary to president 
ee oe 1935... Anglo-California Bank,9 0 0 oe. 
ee ee ae Chicago - general office Ee es, ok Ge 


a © © 


at 1935 -1936 ... . Lehman Brothers, DA ae eee 
eee es Chicago - asst. office manager’ 


Ds tsoa: 21936 - 1937... Piper, Jaffray & Hopwood, ak eee 
roo tte J we St} 6.) «Minneapolis -- stock trading 
8 1938 ~ 1940 Searl-Merrick Company, - Ee 
ct ee. ee Se A oe ' bos Angeles - technical writer 
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Pee. eae oe 1940 ~ date . Summa Corporation (Hughes Tool Co.) 


a RM a ke a ene 7 Los Angeles ~ Exec. engineering - 
eRe: 4, Se es Oe Ne eee ee secretary to Sr. Vice President =—-  .” 
ee ee ee ee Director ae ae 1s es 


ae She was eeveeeae for driving under the influence in: es 
— me by the Los Angeles Police cae cisposition, tine. :° 


She never oe been enea in eny ney “: 7 Bo eS 
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Sate Date 


oe * 1927 
- 1337 

Boer 19521 
1963 


Place 


- Los 
Los 
LOS 
LOS 


Angeles 
Angeles 
Angeles 
Angeles 


Spouse 


Ivan Franke 

Ronald Chanbers 
Alfred E. Buss 
Erling Andreas Daniels:. - 


(deceased). _ 
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Her true maiden name is MARGARET MAE HENLEY. 7-0 4° 
However, in 1943, she changed her name to NADINE MARGARET = :.: <‘-. 


HENLEY, and since’ has used the name NADINE HENLEY, for 
business purposes. 


YTurther information obtained from Las Vegas indices  .° 


regarding NADINE HENLEY reflect HENLEY was, for 20 years or 
more, the orivate and personal secretary to HOWARD HUGHES. Pe ee 
HENLEY presently holds the position in the Summa Corporation 


as Senior Vice President and Director. |. wit 


NADINE HENLEY has constantly been in the news con~ arn f 
cerning suits against HOWARD HUGHES regarding Hughes Air West, 
ROBERT MAHEU and the HUGHES will. An article appearing in 
the Las Vegas "Sun", a daily newspaper, on 3/2/74, entitled 
tuughes Gave Orders To Own All Nevada Law Hakers; Galane,”.--> 1°.” 
described HENLEY as "“HUGHES' long time personal secretary, .- * a 
-who was the eyes and ears of HOWARD HUGHES." i, ae 


[is described as follows: - 


au. Race Caucasian a ae 
*« «* < : * * - * * + - x a ws a 
“4 sex -~ ... Pale cs, re ee ee ee ea 


= 
Pa ee =" oe =e * 


POB " f 


Los Angeles, California be. 


eae 2 Height . 6° DIC 2 
| Weight . -- .180 pounds’ =. - Oi eee 
: Hair < * ” Brown ~ ae ie , ; - Be eee eo 7 
~e ; mig ou Nag £ = o ~ 43 ; 
Pee Eyes . Hazel oe uae ee 
< 2 i wd Tene — * 7 ne ee 
“74 . SSAN gee ee me i a we 
oe Spouse oe Cee 


Service Record 


army Service No.- [ds 





vont 





U. S. Army 1943 - 1946 ° 


‘ 
-* w« * 
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BV (6s-U57) ee ee I ee ee ee = 
: : . Se 4 ‘ tam, te 9 aoe ees 4 . 625 Le . . * a age te bes ‘po . ae 
Se re A ees ee eng | le ac a RE cs aS oe pees ae 
PM Residence. Dd als 
pee = : oa ie © ue Encino, California. ...-°°" 7 - - 
- . Business Address ee? San ine. 
’ ; bee a fe Ee 
; R he eS Las Vegas, Nevada 89156 b7D 
on 7/18/77, [anonymity re uested, 
furnished the following information regarding 
twee born on Sie 
_ lic graduated from ea 
ended th rng 
durin 
from graduating with | 
a BBA Degree. He served in the U. S. Army from 1943 ee - 
He married the — c= 
Oklahoma, at Los Angeles,-in 1945. They have a son, age’ 
28 and another son 4 janchter, age 27[ sdf and his . 
wife live a Encino, California, where -... 
they have resided for 12 years. ae oe 
aan He indicates he has never been a party to any | YR 
lawsuit and that he has never been arrested. 
Applicant sets forth his record of employment as ~*~": 
follows: = ee a ce ee sigs oF 3 ee 
a oa _ Employer a fa EE Ta o 2 os ; pee ms Dates ee 
Sug = a a a 1946-1949. 
. een = 1948-1949 
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Saas Van Nuys, CA © ——- © * [| 1951-1966 . | 
Coa COL 


SO Summa Corporation - -> | | a 
ee Las Vegas, Nevada . ee 5 /73-Present 


[| si posatdon and duties are outlined aso, ie ee 
follows: ee . i a 3 ce ee 


1967-1973 


& Position: iw se. 
ee . Division: - + b6 
Group : e *Ie: s 


; Job Summary: |. a4 LO | ee ae 
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Further details of his work performed, is contained ee 
an Board files. ee | ger ae, 


. ; Las Vegas indices. siaearaietiaas: ROBERT F. BENNETT 0007. 


as to background information were negative. A check of 2 Ue oe 
Shared Computerized Cperations for Protection and Enforcement  ~* 


SCOPE) was also negative regarding BENNETT. Contact with . . 
was also. negative regarding ROBERT Fs =~ -.- 
BENNETT... aoe pet ot he tt oe a ie. 
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BENHETT is presently employed by Summa Corporation as the es 


Public Relations Officer for this corporation and supposedly 
is based at Las Vegas, Nevada. Source was also asked at this 
time if he knew any information regarding Surma Corporation, 
its subsidiary companies or HOWARD HUGHES to be involved in 
a “laundering” precedure to conceal political contributions. 
throughout the United States and source stated he had no 


> k bal 


knowledge nor had he heard of this. eee 


‘ 
? 2 so owe +, 


eee ” 


Las Vegas indices do reflect that one ROBERT Fr, 

BENNETT? was highlighte d in an article appearing in the Las. 
Vegas "Sun" dated 4/3/74. This article identifies ROBERT 
BENHETT as being the son of Senator WALLACE BENNETT of Utah. - 
andalludes to the fact that BENNETT had left the Department 
of Transportation in Washington, D. C., to take over the 

Mullen Public Relations Firm in Washington, D. C. The article 
states BENET? was a trusted and good friend of the Nixon 
Administration and that'one of BENNETT‘s new clients was NOWARD 
ree eee 
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* 
» an 


Las eSieaue file review failed te reflect any infor | 
mation which would indicate Summa, Inc., its subsidiary, ee 
companies or HOWARD HUGHES was involved in a "Jaundering" 


procedure to conceal political contributions througnout the a 


United States, however, an article dated 3/2/74, appearing in ~* 
the Las Vegas "Sun" entitled."Hughes Gave Orders To Own All 
Nevada Law Makers: Galane," alludes to the fact HUGHES con- 
tributed lavishly to campaigns of Nevada politicians for the - 
sole purpose of owning every state senator, ‘assemblyman, 
every judge and every cormissioner. The teu further 
states MUGHES brought in psople from the nationally known 
accounting firm of Haskin and Sells to set up a money control 
system that would provide a record of who drew money and who 
authorized it. The article continues on by saying HUGHES 
contributed $50,000 in cash for the 1968 presidential campaign 
of former Democratic Vice President HUBERT HUMPHREY; $25,000 
to the estate of the late Democratic Senator ROBERT KENNEDY 
and $100,006 to the campaign of RICHARD NIXON. This donation - 
of $160, 000 to RICHARD NIXON was handled. through NIXON's 
close friend, CHARLES BEBE REBOZO,. and received mee notoriety. 
during the ee ae inves petgats ORs. i 
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= On July 19, 1977, a review of Washington Field Office | 
references on the Robert R. Mullen Company revealed no 
information showing this business being involved in any 
type of political payoffs or bribes or any other illegal 
activities. 


” For information most of the Washington Field 
references on the Robert R. Mullen Company were noted in 

case entitled "JAMES WALTER MC CORD, JR., aka ET AL; Burglary, 
Democratic National Committee Headquarters, Washington, D.C., 
June 17, 1972, IOC; OO:WFO," case file 139-166. 


A review of WFO case file reference 139-166 serial 
1037 reflected a nitel from the Boston Division to the Activit 
Director. This nitel stated a 
. Rhode Island 













in 1960, and former associate of. 

of Robert R. Mullen and Company, Washington, D.C., 
advised he was approached by one[_—————sidjon July 28, 1971, 

for derogatory information of KENNEDY Family and their 

associates ave a telephone number 

to contact him and also contacted through 





n July 19, 1972, that 
nother member of 
the firm, No 
additional references were made to in WFO files. 
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Qn SL/1/7 / was contacted by SA WADE oe 
% ~ .- * . 
’ : ee ee 


M. PLUCKER and advised source had observed an article in the Se 
"Sacramento Bee". pertaining to DONALD KENT BROWN and indicated - 
the article had caused somewhat of a furor around the Capitol. :. 
Source indicated BROWN allegedly was aware of the article ee: 
approximately a week before it was published and did not ee ee 
appear to be too distressed.by its publication. Source © -.° a he ee 
indicated BROWN allegedly made a statement that it was ~-.. a fe 
good for business. .. . oo ge Be es a Se 


- . = ”~ 


In addition, source adv, 
that approximately two y 
wno at that time was the 

had been involved with BROWN in some sort o ee 
activity regarding legislation which pertained to the acti- © oF 
vities of the Transportation Department. Source indicated = .- °° 
allegedly BROWN had approached[______jin an attempt to obtain ~- 
his cooperation in advocating a bill, and had indicated -_ ... 
he would do so. However, in return, reauested that af 
BROWN andlis legislative lobbyist business utilize the services: 
of the Source «~*~ 
could not determine whether or no tOWM had ac lly utilized | 
but felt this could be determined... .-_ es 
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For the information of Las Vegas and WFO, it is 


anticipated that leads will be set out to simultaneousl 
interview NADINE HENLEY, dan | 
ROBERT F. Leeann Te with Summa Corporation 
and possibly 


LEADS 


All offices conducting investigation in this matter 
are requested to submit results of investigation in report form 
with one copy designated to USA, Sacramento, ATTN: AUSA THOMAS 
T. COURIS. . o 


LOS ANGELES, SAN DIEGO, AND SAN FRANCISCO bye 


California offices should be aware of this investi- 
gation in view of the fact state officials are involved, and 
any future criminal allegations involving former or present 
members of the California State Legislature and California 
State officials in Sacramento should be referred to the 
Sacramento office. Additional leads will be set out in the 
near future. 


LAS VEGAS 


AT LAS VEGAS, NEVADA: Identify. sid to 
determine his location for future —— to 
FD-302 of DONALD KENT BROWN] si iss for Summa 
Corporation in Las Vegas. 


2) Determine through pretext call or other means if 
ROBERT F. BENNETT is employed by Summa Corporation and ascertain 
specific location. 


WFO ; ‘ 


AT WASHINGTON, D.C.: Attempt to locate ROBERT F. 
BENNETT as mentioned in WFOairtel to SC, 7/25/77. BENNETT is 
also referred to in enclosed newspaper articles. Determine if 
BENNETT is still associated with ROBERT R. MULLENS Public 
Relations firm, Washington D.C. . 
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2) Determine if BRUCE J. BRENNAN continues to act 
as general counsel for Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association 
(PMA), 1155 15th Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20005, telephone 
902-296-2440. Also conduct indices check on BRENNAN and PMA. 


SACRAMENTO 


AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA: This matter is being 
designated as a target case of the Sacramento office. It is 
anticipated that after ROBERT MORETII appears before the FGJ 
on 9/28/77, several areas of investigation will be developed 


and pursued. : 
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Copyto: J - USA, Sacramento (Enc. 3) 
ATTN: AUSA THOMAS T. COURIS 






Report of: SA JOHN F. MULLIGAN Office: SACRAMENTO 
Date: LO / 7 / T/ 
Field Office File #: 183-94 Bureau File #: 
- Title: DONALD KENT BROWN ei 
ALL INFORMATION. CONTAINED 
HEREINS UNCLASSIPIED 
DATS 6 . BY .< LY... A 
Choracte: RACKETEER INFLUENCE AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS NFB p56 


_ ew Eee ee _— =_———. 


Synopsis: On 4/13/77, ROBERT MORETTI, former Speaker of California State 
Assembly, advised that in 1966, (last name unknown), 

. who was representing Tenneco, Inc., orfered him (MORETTI) and 
JESSE MARVIN UNRUH, then Speaker of the California State 
Assembly, $175,000 each over the next 20 years if UNRUH would 
intervene with President LYNDON B. JOHNSON on behalf of Tenneco, 
Inc. In 1970, offered MORETTI 
$250,000 cash for his support of a State Assembly bill in- . 
volving farm labor. In 1972, lobbyist JEFFERSON PEYSER offered 
MORETTI $100,000 cash for MORETTI's support of a bill regarding 
mortgage brokers. In 1973, lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN offered ~~ 
MORETTI -$100,000 cash for support of a bill also involving 
mortgage brokers. MORETTI advised he accepted none of these 
bribes. He also advised State Senator DILLS and former State 
Senator RANDOLPH COLLIER are not considered by him to be honest, 
responsible, and ethical men. MORETTI reinterviewed_on 6/15/77, 
at which time he ‘recalled that 

California, had in 1973 solicited 

1,00@ from him (MORETTI for[__] favorable vote on a 

bill involving public employees, which would be voted on in | 
committee. During this interview, MORETTI stated in his 
judgment, the worst offenders among California State legis- 
lators are State Senator RALPH C. DILLS of Gardena, California, | 
ALFRED H. SONG of Monterey Park, California; and former Senator — 
RANDOLPH COLLIER of Yreka, California, whom he feels have 
accepted monetary bribes in the past. DONALD KENT BROWN 


and JEFFERSON PEYSER interviewed and denied making any bribe 

offers. advised 

BROWN continues to conduct illegal activities an stated she 
_ Ronald Reagan-4377  * 


_ 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents 
ere not to be distributed outside your agency._ a re 


U. S, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE:1970 © - 406-840 


SC 183-94 oe ) b7c 


} 
oe 


4, 
y 


feels BROWN is a dishonest’ man. JESSE UNRUH, Treasurer, State 
of California, denied_knowledge of bribe offers related by 
MORETTI. On ga/77,[ “advised State 
Senators SONG and DILLS have reputations for acting unscrupu- 


lously. P| Sacranento, advised DONALD 
KENT BROWN was known to distribute large sums of moneys in the 


form of political contributions to legislators prior to the 
passage of the California Political Reform Act of 1974. He 
suspects BROWN continued to direct or disseminate moneys in 

the same manner although it is prehibited by the Political 
Reform Act of 1974. AUSA, Los Angeles, advised bribe offers 
involving lobbyists representing interest of mortgage brokers 
constituted violation of RICO statute; however, venue would 
be in Sacramento. AUSA, Sacramento, advised bribe offers and 
acceptance of bribes constituted felony violations under 
California Penal Code Sections 85 and 86 and would apply to 
RICO statute. ; 


Gp es 
ENCLOSURE 
TO USA, SACRAMENTO : One copy each of three newspaper 


articles dated 3/2/74, 4/3/74, and 5/19/75. 
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Thi dicated on inf 3 ived £ 
is case is predicated on information received from 
ROBERT MORETTI i I 
TTI, former Speaker of the California State Assembly. 
e INTERVIEWS OF ROBERT MORETTI - 
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Date of transcription ___ 4/15/77 


ROBERT MORETTI, Commissioner, California 
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission, 
was interviewed at his offices, 1111 Howe Avenue, 
sacramento, California, telephone number 322-3690. 
Mr. MORETTI, former Speaker of the California State 
Assembly, was advised that the Federal Bureau of 
investigation (FBI) was in receipt of information 
which indicated that on or about 1974 he was the 
recipient of campaign contribution funds from Long 
Beach, California, business interests, specifically, 
the Long Beach "Independent Press Telegram" and 
the architectural firm of Killingsworth and Brady. 
Mr. MORETTI was advised that the monies were alleged 


to have been directed to his 1974 Democrati i 
—— campaign from 


Mr. MORETTI was further informed that it bé 
was alleged that he received the campaign monies after i 
his intervention in behalf of Long Beach, specifically 
of the "Independent 
ress lTelepram, in influencing or instructin 
to withdraw his bill 





Mr. MORETTI was advised_that his alleged role 
of having ordered or influencing to 
withdraw his bill and, thereafter receiving campaign 
funds from those he assisted, could possibly be construed 
as a bribe. It was further explained to Mr. MORETTI that 
based on the above allegation he was then to be afforded 
his rights as set forth on FBI form entitled "Interrogation; 
Advice of Rights" before the interview could continue. 
Mr. MORETTI thereafter read the aforementioned advice 
of rights form, acknowledged he understood its contents, 
and thereafter affixed his signature to the document. 


IZ G7] 


4/13/77 ,,Sacramento, California. .,,,yLos Angeles 183-169 





Interviewed on 


a 


SA JOHN F. agfAtcan nd ae 183-171 
SA NORBERT R0“LINKEM/NRL/1kp 9 4/15/77 


Date dictated 
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stated that he is a l i | 
and 
of the Long Beach “Independent Press Telegram," 


respectively. He advised that, to the best of his 
recollection, he has met[. Jon two or 
three occasions, both having occurred in the Los Angeles 
or Long Beach area.. He stated that, as he recalls, the 
first meeting occurred at a point in time subsequent to 
Long Beach's acquisition of the Queen Mary; the second 
occasion having occurred in connection with a meeting 

or panel which pertained to then Governor REGAN's 
introduction of the controversial bill known as 
Proposition One. 


-Mr.. MORETTI was informed that the information - 


in_possession_of the FBI indicates that he had occasi 
in his offices adjoining the State 
ssembly on or about 1974, at which time 


requested that. he. suggest or order 
to cease his efforts to 









b6 
I 


It was 
urther pointed out to Mr. MORETTI that the incident 

to which he was then being referred resulted in MORETTI 
ordering into his office from his Assembly 
chair and that he then requested or orde 

rescind his bill regarding 

Mr. MORETTI was further advised that, according to the 


allegation eeded MORETTI's request and at a 

point shortly thereafter monies from the "Independent 

Press T “and architect KILLINGSWORTH were forwarded 
to at Sacramento, California, who deposited 


‘the money into his own personal accounts and, thereafter, 
withdrew personal checks to his (MORETTI's) 1974 
Gubernatorial campaign committee. Mr. MORETTI advised 


that he does not have any recollection of a meeting with 
[—idjend[ Jin his offices 
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which adjoined the State Assembly. He stated further 
that he could not recall having a meeting with 
over roposed or authored bill t 
at this time. 


Mr. MORETTI advised that the ssp does exist, 
however, that a meeting with did occur and that the 
matter of was the subject of 


the discussion. He advised that he wanted to make his | 
position clear in that, if a meeting did occur, which he P° 
can not recall, it was not the result of having been ne 
offered monies or political support by the RIDDER newspaper 
corporation for his intervention in the aforementioned 
perenne with 


Mr. MORETTI then advised that if there was 
documentation on hand which indicated that his campaign 


committee of 1974 received campaign contributions from 
CO etnat that was not to be 
considered unusual. r. MORETTI advised that Proposition 


Nine became effective in 1974 and put severe prohibitions 
upon registered lobbyists. Included among those prohibitions 
was the fact that they were no longer permitted to 

distribute campaign contributions on behalf of their 
retained clients. He advised that essentially Proposition 
Nine minimized the lobbyists' influence among politicians 

at Sacramento in that the clients were now required to 
disseminate their contributions directly. 


Mr. MORETTI seaeed that he is very concerned 
over the FBI's inquiry relative to his role in having 
allegedly received a bribe. He explained that he is 
presently awaiting a presidential appointment involving 
international responsibilities and wants to satisfy 
the Agents ' inquiry in order to remove any OGae anna 
of tainting his ad 


| Mr. MORETTI. shated that he considers the 
California Legislature.as.a whole to be extremely 
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honest, responsible, and ethical. He advised that in 

the case of any large legislative body there are exceptions, 
many of whom are known to the FBI, including the DILLS' 
(presumably referring to RALPH C. DILLS, California 

State Senator), the COLLIERS’ (presumably referring to 

JOHN L. E. COLLIER, State Assemblyman). - 


Mr. MORETTI stated that if the FBI was seeking 
to identify those who were receptive to bribery, he 
Suggested that they conduct an investigation to determine 
who entered the State Assembly or Senate with modest 
wealth but who have attained extreme wealth during their 
tenures of office. 


Mr. MORETTI stated that he has always been 
extremely circumspect in choosing his friends and 
associates in political life for fear that their 
misdeeds might reflect upon him. He pointed out further 
that he has aspired to be the President of the United 
States in that he enjoys politics, fells his services 
can be extremely useful to his country, but is also 
cognizant of his Italian heritage and the inherent 
suspicions that the electorate would have about an ° 
italian. MORETTI offered that his father was an 
immigrant from italy and raised his family to appreciate 
the benefits that America offers. Mr. MORETTI then - 
explained that by comparison, the United States, 
although not perfect, enjoys a unique integrity among 
politicians. He cited the fact that in European 
countries bribery and corruption are prevalent whereas 
in the United States a minimal ‘number of politicians 
are involved in that type of activity. 


Mr. MORETTI was then asked whether he had ever 
been offered bribes while .a member of the California 
State Assembly. a | 


Mr. MORETTI responded in the affirmative, but 
then wanted clarification by the interviewing Agents 
as to whether admission of offers of bribes consisted 
of a violation of law. -©° 
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Mr. MORETTI was informed that the FBI was most 
anxious to resolve allegations of corruption and, further, 
was seeking his cooperation in identifying those politicians 
whom he personally knew to have been offered bribes and 
thereafter accepted them. 


Mr. MORETTI explained that a lobbyist operating 
prior to the passage of Proposition Nine in 1974 had 
certain flexibilities which he does not have at this 
time. He stated that a lobbyist acting in behalf of a 
client would extend a bribe offer in a one-on-one 
Situation involving himself and the politician to whom 
he was offering the monies. He advised that these 
actions are always one-on-one in order to avoid witnesses 
who at a later point in time could testify against either 
the lobbyist or the receptive politician. 


Mr. MORETTI then referred the Agents back 
to his previous question as to whether admissions of 
having been offered bribes was in effect implicating 
himself in a criminal violation. : 


Mr. MORETTI was informed that any admissions 
of bribery by him or anyone else as an elected official 
would be referred to the United States Attorney's (USA) 
Office and, if necessary, the Department of Justice 
for a prosecutive opinion. He was further informed 
that the interviewing Agents were merely the investigative 
arm of the Department of Justice and that the facts 


gathered were referred to the Department for prosecutive 
opinions. | 


Mr. MORETTI was further advised that any 
admissions that he had.thus far made or would make 
regarding bribe offers would be resolved at the 
Department of Justice, but that it was hoped that he 
would fully extend his cooperation regarding this 
matter. He was advised that the Agents were aware 
of his leadership role in.the California State Assembly 
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for upwards of five years and that the powers of that 
office, if corrupted, would do irreparable harm to the 
State of California. Mr. MORETTI agreed that as 
Speaker of the Assembly he could use his influences 

to push through legislation benefiting a corporation 
or individual or, conversely, influence the members 

of sub-committees, authors of bills to cease their 
efforts towards passage of legislation. 


Mr. MORETTI stated that he wanted to make 
it clear that he was offered two bribes while a member 
of the State Assembly, the first which occurred 11 years 
ago and, in his judgment, was beyond the Statute: of 
Limitations. He further pointed out that in the case 
of the second offer of bribes which occurred while 
he was Speaker of the Assembly in 1971 and amounted 
to $250,000 cash. 


He advised that in both instances he immediately 
refused the offers. 


Mr. MORETTI advised that in the case of the 
bribe offer extended him 11 years ago while a relatively 
new State Assemblyman, it involved his receiving $175,000, 
tax free, for a 15 year period to exert his influence on 
behalf of a major corporation in the United States. 


At that point in the interview Mr. MORETTI's 
secretary informed him that his commission meeting had 
then commenced and his presence was required in order 
to complete a quorum. 


The Agents advised Mr. MORETTI that they 
were prepared to return after his commission meeting 
had been concluded later that day. Mr. MORETTI 
apologized for the interruption and indicated that 
he was most anxious to resume the interview at 2:00pm 
that afternoon. . ; 


Ronald Reagan-4386 


~ 





ET LN CEES, AT Nal ely Po ne ata ii hI Sate a AR ce Seine Boas te le ae te, ob ns 


sv 





7 

LA 183-169 
LA 183-118 
LA 183-171 


At 2:00pm, the interview with Mr. MORETTI 
was resumed at his office. 


Mr. MORETTI advised that in the intervening 
period between the morning session, he has reflected 
back on his admissions of having been offered two 
bribes and has raised certain questions within himself 
as to whether he is doing what he considers to be an 
ethical move. He further explained that his admissions of 
bribe offers will, in his judgment, ultimately result 
in severe damage to the lives, reputations, and families 
of those who have extended those offers of bribes and 
has reservations as to whether he is morally right in 
implicating them in this matter. 


Mr. MORETTI was again informed that his own 
conscience will have to dictate whether he feels now 
or felt at the point in time that the bribors were . 
then corrupting his own moral integrity. Mr. MORETTI 
Stated that the offerings by the Agents were acceptable 
in his judgment and would proceed to discuss the bribe 
matters in as much detail as he can recall. 


MORETTI stated that he wanted to correct an 
earlier statement that the bribe offer 11 years ago 
in: the amount of $175,000 was not for 15 years but 
rather for 20 years. Mr. MORETTI further offered 
that he wanted to correct-his earlier statement that 
he had only been offered two bribes as he has now - 
recalled four bribes. 


Mr. MORETTI thereafter offered the following 
information concerning each of the aforementioned 
four bribe offers. 


Bribe #1: 


He stated that in 1970 a bill was passed 
through the State Assembly which appreciably benefited 
the farm workers in the State of California. Opposition 
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to the passage of the bill came principally from 
various farm groups and associations in that the 
farmers income was appreciably affected by the 
aforementioned legislation. 


j im TO7E[ | 
authored a bill which in 


essence counteracted some of the benefits received. 

by the farm workers in the preceding year. He 

advised thatL |] bill which was obviously instituted 
at the request of the farmers and the various 
associations was not well received in subcommittee 


hearings and prospects for its passage were minimal. 
He advised th 
contacted him 


in his assembly office at the State Capital Building 

on .an unrecalled date in 1971 and informed him that 

he was prepared to offer him $250,000 cash, tax 

free, for his support and influence in pushing the 

bill through the legislature. Mr. MORETTI advised 
that[__] explained that he felt that sufficient BG 
votes could be mustered in support of the bill and p7C 
that he wanted MORETTI to merely let the bill "go 
through." 


MORETTI ‘stated that he immediately rejected 
LO joffer of the $250,000 and then quickly moved 
to have the bill killed. MORETTI stated that his 
influence was apparent as then 
withdrew the bill from further committee hearings. 
Mr. MORETTI stated that as he recalls the exact verbage 
used by[____———sd| in offering him the one-quarter 
million dollars tax free in cash was "let it go, 
I'll give you a quarter million cash." 


~ - 


MORETTI stated that he has never been 
a supporter of 


and has suspected him and ~~ 
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his motives 





that in his 
opinion was utilized to push_the anti-farm 
workers legislation on behalf of 





MORETTI 
stated that _he can not prove that statement, but 
feels that{ J would not have injected himself into 
this matter unless agreements had been reached to 
whereb was to accept a payoff for authoring 
and speer-heading the push for this legislation. 


Bribe #2: 


MORETTI advised that at an unrecalled point 
in time in 1971 or 1972, he was contacted in his 
State Assembly office by Sacramento lobbyist JEFF 


' PEYSER who is the retained lobbyist for the California 


Independent Mortgage Brokers Association. Mr. MORETTI 
advised that the Independent Mortgage Brokers were seeking 
the passage of a bill authorizing an increase in their 
mortgage rates. MORETTI stated that Mr. JEFF PEYSER 
appeared at his office and on a one-on-one situation 
offered him $100,000 cash for his support of the bill 
as Speaker of the State Assembly. Mr. MORETTI 

stated that he immediately rejected PEYSER's offer and 
thereafter contacted Assemblyman JACK R. FENTON of | 
the Assembly Finance Committee and instructed FENTON 
to kill the mortgage brokers bill at that point in 
time, and FENTON complied. 


Bribe #3: 


Mr. MORETTI stated that at an unrecalled 
point in time in 1973, DONALD KENT BROWN, registered 
Lobbyist at Sacramento, who was then retained 
by the California Independent Mortgage Brokers 
Association, appeared at his State Assembly office and 
on a one-on-one situation offered MORETTI $100,000 cash 
for his support and influence in moving for the passage 
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of legislation that year which would have permitted 
the mortgage brokers higher interest rates. 


MORETTL stated that he recalled this 
incident vividly in that DONALD K. BROWN went into 
a-lengthy discourse explaining that his clients 
needed relief through higher interest rates and that 
if he (MORETTI) "moved the bill, they would take 
care of him to the tune of $100,000." 


MORETTI stated that he has had a genuine 
dislike for DONALD K. BROWN for an extended period 
of time and characterized him as "slimy." MORETTI 
stated that he was offended and angered at BROWN's offers 
of the $100,000 and responded with a statement to 
BROWN to. the effect, "Those mother fuckers can't pay 
me enough.'' MORETTI stated that it became apparent 
to him that BROWN realized his efforts and bribe offer 
were futile and left his office. 


Bribe #4: 


Mr. MORETTI stated that on or about 1966, 
while a relatively new Assemblyman for the 46th District 
of California, he became closely associated with then 
Assembly Speaker JESSE MARVIN UNRUH. MORETTI likened 
his relationship to UNRUH as his protege with an up and 
coming political future. He advised that it was well-known 
that he enjoyed a close association with UNRUH at that . 
point in time. 


With that as a form of background relative 
to UNRUH, he explained that at that point im time_when 
nknown)-(LNU) , also known as 


contacted him at his State Assembly office, again on 

a one-on-one situation. He. advised that (LNU) 
indicated that Tenneco was vying for Federal Government: 
approval of a major undertaking which involved oil 

and/or oil pipeline installations amounting to 

millions of dollars in contracts. MORETTI stated oS 
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that [ss (LNU) explained that it became essential 
that Tenneco secure Federal Government approval 
of their proposals. MORETTI stated that as this 
conversation unfolded,[_—i| (LNU) indicated that he, 
MORETTI, was known to enjoy a close and influential 
relationship with Assembly Speaker JESSE MARVIN UNRUH.. 
He stated that [| indicated that MORETTI could 
persuade UNRUH to contact then President LYNDON B. 
JOHNSON and exert what influence he had upon the 
President to approve the plans and contracts of 
Tenneco relative to this new and extremely profitable 
oil_and pipeline venture. MORETTI stated that 

(LNU) then proceeded to offer MORETTI and 
UNRUH $175,000, tax free, for 20 years for their 
respective efforts on behalf of his client, Tenneco. be 
Bre 

MORETTI stated that being relatively new 

on the political scene and naive he did, in fact, 
contact UNRUH and explained that both he and UNRUH 
Stood to receive the aforementioned $175,000 each 
for the next 20 years should UNRUH be successful 
in persuading President JOHNSON, with whom he had 
access and influence, to approve the Tenneco position. 
MORETTI stated that UNRUH told him that JOHNSON would 
undoubtedly reject his efforts on behalf of Tenneco 
and refused to make the contact with the President. 
Mr. MORETTI stated that on receipt of UNRUH's refusal 
he recontacted[ __—'| (LNU) and so informed him 
that UNRUH refused to intervene as he felt his 
efforts would be futile. 


3 


MORETTI was then asked whether he was in 
possession of any other offers of bribes made to 
him or other legislators with whom he is associated. 
He advised that the four offers of bribes cited were 
the only ones that he had personal knowledge of, but 
concluded that prior to the passage of Proposition 
Nine, lobbyists could, in fact, make overtures of this 
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type to various influential politicians and presumes 
that in certain instances they were accepted whereas 
in his case he rejected them. 


Mr. MORETTI advised that he has never made 
disclosures of bribe offers to anyone prior to this . 
interview and added that his reason was that he had 
never been asked. Mr. MORETTI was then asked whether 
the meetings held with the aforementioned lobbyists 
who extended these offers of bribes on behalf of their 
clients was a matter of record on his calendars for the 
years in which they occurred. He stated that he has a 
vast number of documents at his home, including calendars, 
and would initiate a review of his documents to determine 
‘whether these calendars reflected appointment dates with 
those lobbyists. Mr. MORETTI then advised that should 
it develop that the FBI interview the corporate heads 
of the various companies and/or associations and their 
lobbyists who extended the bribes in their behalf and 
developed evidence or information to substantiate the 
bribe offers, he would then be willing to appear before 
a Federal Grand Jury to offer under oath the above 
information. He explained that in the absence of 
evidence to document his bribe offers, he is of the 
opinion that the Government could not prove that they 
occurred in that there were no witnesses to any of 
these meetings. 
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L- : ; Date of transcription 6/24/77 | : 


Mr. ROBERT MORETTI, Commissioner, California 
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission, 
and former Speaker of the California State Assembly, was 
reinterviewed at the offices of his current employment. 
Mr. MORETTI was referred to his previous interview by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), at which time 
he offered information wegarding bribes which he had : 
received during his tenure in office as a State Assemblyman. 
Mr. MORETTI was further referred to his statement in his 
last interview wherein he advised that, to the best of his 
recollection, he was never recuested by Long Beach Independent 
Press Telegram to persuade 


to cease his efforts lu 






Mr. MORETTI's memory was further refreshed 
concerning his last interview with the Agents regarding 
his support, or lack thereof, froni Long Beach interests in 
his various political campaigns as a State Assemblyman. 


Mr. MORETTI was advised that as this investigation 
continues to progress certain information that has recently 
been developed tends to refute some aspects of his earlier 
interview and, for that reason, the Agents desired to agati 
advise him of his rights. He was thereafter orally admonished 
of his rights and given Bureau form entitled "Interrogation; . 
Advice of Rights," which he read; indicated ne understood 
its contents, and thereafter signed. 


Mr. MORETTI was then exhibited three checks drawn 
oh the account of Les Alamitos Racetrack, Los Alamitos, 
California, and made peyable to the "BOB MORETTI Campaign 
Committee" in March 1968, October 1968, and September 1970, 
in the amounts of $5,006, $2,500, and $4,500, respectively. , 
Mr. MORETTI advised that in 1968 he was appointed the 
hairman of the Governmental Organization Committee of the 
State Assembly, which committee was responsible for cversceing 
and hearing legislation pertaining to racetrack metters in 
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the State of California. Mr. MORETTE stated that in 1968 

- he and his committee moved a considerable amount of ae 
legislation favorable to racetrack interests and, as a 

result, received many sizable unsolicited campaign 
contributions from racetrack interests throughout the 

State. MORETTI stated that the sum total of $12,000 : 
received during the years of 1968 through 1970 from Los 
Alamitos Racetrack was not, in his judgment, an exorbitant 
amount as other tracks, including Uollywood Park and Santa 
Anita, were as generous if not more so. 


Mr. MORETTI stated that he could see no relationship 
between the contributions received from Los Alamitos Racetrack 
and any contacts which he may have had with 
regarding Long Beach's difficulties with the State Lands 
Commission over the monies which that City was receiving 
from that commission for the renovation of the Queen Mary 
and other Long Beach projects. . 

z OP 

Mr. MORETTI was then referred to his previous 
interview wherein he advised that 
recall having requested or ordered 

to cease his efforts to rescind the ‘ridelands 
Trust agreement with the City of Long Beach. 


Mr. MORETTI was then exhibited two checks drawn 
on the account of the Los Alamitos Racetrack, dated July 27, 


1978, in the amount of $1,000, and Octo 1968, in the | 
amount of $1,000, made payable to the ' 
" Mr, MORETTI was then referred Co the 


cndorsements on the reverse of those checks which revealed 
that and/or one of his campaign staff had received 
the aforementioned checks and then endorsed them over to 

the BOB MORETTI Campaign Committee after which they were 
placed in deposit in his campaign committee accounts. 

Mr. MORETTI was further informed that it appeared unusual 

to the interviewing Agents that a politician in receipt 

of campaign contributions would endorse over checks made 
payable to him to another. elected official for his own 
campaign. ; eo) Say 
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In response, Mr. MORETTI advised that frequently 
the leadership of the Republican or Democratic parties 
will solicit monies from fellow party politicians whose 
campaign races appear to be secure and their campaign | 
coffers have what appears to be an excessive amount for 

their particular campaigns. MORETTI stated that the 
party leadership will then allocate those monies received 
from confident politicians who are running and place 
those monies into the campaigns where it is felt it can 
best be utilized in order to overcome a close race. 


MORETTI stated that in ¢} the two checks 
endorsed over to him by he 
can only assume that in that 1% ssembly race he 


personally requested[___'] to make available any excess 
campaign funds which he had for the Democratic party's 
use in close races. MORETTI stated that the checks IC 
received from[_ |] should not be construed as either 

a kickback or a patronage type payment_to him or the 
Democratic party for any monies which[__]|might have 
received from other sources. He advised that in his 

judgment it was a_mere coincidence that the checks 

endorsed over b to him were campaign contributions 
received by rom the Los Alamitos Racetrack. 


Mr. MORETTI was then referred to the portion of 
his previous interview wherein he admitted having been 
offered a total of four cash bribes from lobbyists 
during his tenure as a State Assemblyman in behalf of the 
lobbyists' clients. He was informed that the contents 
of that interview have been made availabie to the United 
States-Attorneys in Los Angeles and Sacramento, California, 
and that his information constituted violations of Federal 
Taw under the jurisdiction of the FBI and that investigation 
regarding those disclosures was then underway. Mr. MORETTI 
was further informed that at an appropriate point in time 
it might become necessary for him to testify before a 
Federal Grand Jury regarding his information concerning 
the bribe offers and, thereafter, possibly his testimony 
would be needed as a Government witness. 
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MORETTI advised that the information that he 
conveyed to the FBI during his last interview was ee 
correct and that if he were subpoenaed before any 
judicial body he would testify to the facts as previously 
furnished by him to the interviewing Agents. 


MORETTI advised that in the intervening weeks a 
since last interviewed, he recalled one other bribe 
Sncident which he wanted to relate to the Agents at 
this time. He stated that he had successfully moved a 
bill through the State Assembly in 1973 which essentially 
authorized-collective bargaining for all State public 
employees. He stated that once the bill moved through 
the Assembly it was put into the State Senate Policy Committee 
which was the overseer of public employee matters. He 
stated that in the Senate subcommittee hearing the bill 
he determined that two of the five members were in favor 
of the legislation but that in order for it to go to 
Senate vote he needed one of the hold-out Senate sub- 
committee members in order to make it a three to five 
maiority. MORETTI stated that at that point in time 












approached him and indicate nat he wou 
third favorable vote for $1,000. MORETTI 
stated that he was stunned by this disclosure by 

who further added "BOB, I've got to take a lot 
of heal but I'll vote your bill for $1,000." bé 


C 


MORETTI stated that he was stunned by the 
disclosure by that he would take $1,000 for the 
vote, and immediately suggested tol —___Ithat he 
was not going to go along with his proposal and was 
prepared to let the bill die in subzommittee which, in 
fact, did occur. | 


MORETTI stated that, to the best of his recollection, 

approached him on the willingness to accept $1,000 
for his vote in a private conversation and, for that reason, 
could not refer the Agents to anyone who was privy to his 
offer other nl | 


himself. 
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MORETTI advised that 
[sidjis one of om 
he knows or suspects of having accepted monies for 


favors during his tenure in public office. MOPETTI 

advised that, in his judgment, the three worst offenders 
among California Legislators who he feels have accepted 
numerous monetary bribes are State Senator RALPH DILLS, 

of Gardena, California; Senator ALFRED H. SONG, of 
Monterey Park, California; and retired Senator RANDOLPH 
COLLIER, of Yreka, California. Mr. MORETTI stated that 

if a close scrutiny of Senator DILLS, Senator SONG, and 
former Senator COLLIER's campaign contributions are made, 
it will reveal that numerous large contributors to their 
respective campaigns have paid as much or more in con- 
cealed contributions to these men through intermediaries 
and/or lobbyists who represent them. Mr. MORETTI further 
suggested that these men have established unsavory 
reputations for intimidating lobbyists and their clients b6é 
to purchase fund raiser dinner tickets. He stated that bic 
in many instances those whom the aforemented Senators 
approach for dinner tickets to fund raisers know that 

by refusing to buy upwards of $5,000 worth of tickets, 

they stand to possibly lost their ability to move favorable 
legislation in behalf of the clients of the lobbyists. 


Mr. MORETTI stated that he welcomes the FBI's 
inquiries and feels that if they pursue investigations 
of Senators DILLS, SONG, and COLLIER, that they will 
receive considerable information from various lobbyists 
and principal campaign supporters of these three men who 
have long been intimidated to support their respective 
campaipns. 


Mr. MORETTI concluded that, to the best of 
his recollection, the additional information regarding 
is the only other bribe 

offer made to him which he can now recall. He stated 
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that he will continue to reflect on the period in elected 
office and should another bribe situation come to mind, 
he will contact the interviewing Agents. 
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ROBERT MORETTI, Commissioner, California Energy 
Resources Conservation and Development Commission, was inter- 
viewed at his office, 1111 Howe Avenue, Sacramento, California, 
telephone 322-3690. MORETTI furnished his home address as 
1500 39th Street, Sacramento, telephone 457-1322. 


MORETTI was advised that the interviewing agents 
had been discussing the information he furnished to the FBI 
with the U.S. Attorney's office, Sacramento. he was then 
given a subpoena ordering him to appear before the Federal 
Grand Jury, Eastern District of Caiifornia, on September 238, 
1977, at 1:00 PM. MORETTI advised this would not be con- 
venient for him; however, he consented to rearrange his own 

. schedule in order to appear. 


"4 . 





MORETTI advised he was concerned’ over his expected ~~ 
testimony and wondered if it would ruin the lives of the men 
about whom he would testify. MORETTI was told that no one 
involved in this investigation would be indicted solely on 
rhe basis of his testimony, nor would anyone be priv” to the 
information furnished by him to the Federal Grand Jury. : 


At this point, MORETTI was advised of his rights, 
at which time he read and signed an Advice of Rights form. 
MORETTI was then asked if he could recall any other allegations 
which he omitted mentioning during previous interviews. 
MORETTI stated he has been completely honest with the inter- 
viewing agents, and he could think of no other incident which - 
should be reported. 73 oe 


i 

L 
wna bG: « 
| - MOPETTI was then asked where the actual bribe nic 
; offers which he related in earlier interviews had actually °. 
taken place. le advised the bribe offer from JEFFERSON gage 
i PEYSER took place in the office of the Speaker of the Assembly. 
He stated the bribe offer made by DONALD YENT BROWN was also - 
made in the office of the Speaker of the Assembly. He stated . 
his secretary let BROWN into the office, and the entire con-. . 
| versation with BROW! lasted between five and seven minutes...‘ . 
j _ Be further advised the bribe offer made byL______ijalso —., 
took place in the office of the Speaker of the Assembly... - 
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MORETTI further advised that the offer made by 
beeen name unknown) took place when MORETTI was a 
reshman assemblyman. He stated after hearing the offer of 


$175,000 for twenty years, he was incredulous, and he relayed 
the offer to JESSE UNRUH. UNRUH told MORETTI that he would 
not bring this matter to the attention of President JOHNSON 
and therefore, MORETTI was to recontact L____] and tell him 


no deal. MORETTI stated he relayed the message to 
however, he does not recall where this meeting took , . 
piace. : 


BIC 





At thé conclusion of the interview, MORETTI stated 
he has heard a persistent rumor regarding illegal campaign 
contributions used during the campaign of JERRY BROWN. He 
stated four or five ZI j ould no 


t identify have 

m that who ts-——— 1] 

2.5 picked up $30,000 or $50,000 from a prominent 
| exican businessman for use in the JERRY BROWN campaign. He 
. advised these funds were not reported, and the cash was either 

put into petty cash funds or dummy contributors - 

ontribution. He £ j 
and worked for the 
e also recalled that the prominent 

man may have been living in Baja California. 






exican ousiness- 


MORETTI advised he would be quitting his pb with the 
Energy Commission on September 39, 1977, and would begin 
working as a partner in Yorkshire Trading Corporation, Sacra-~ 
mento. He stated his partner in this venture is CHUCK MANNATT. 
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FD-302 (Rev. 11-27-70) 





FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


L . Z Date of tronscription ee III I 


Mr. DAVID PITMAN, Office Manager, Political 
Reform Division, Office of the California Secretary of 
State, was interviewed to determine what records are 
maintained by his department relative to registered 
lobbyists in the State of California. Mr. PITMAN 
advised that there are approximately 600 registered 
lobbyists all of whom are required ‘to register on an 
annual basis with the Secretary of State. PITMAN 
Stated that the Political Reform Act of 1974, has 
created considerable difficulty and confusion amon 
lobbyists as certain aspects of that law are not arial 
as to the lobbyists prohibitions on campaign contributions 
on behalf of clients. Mr. PITMAN stated that the Fair 
Political Practices Commission is the State Government 
agency which oversees questionable dealings by.lobbyists 
at the present time. He stated that the Fair Politica 
Practices Commission, 1100 "K' Street, Sacramento, 
California, regularly receives complaints from various 
segments of the population concerning alleged concealed 
contributions and violations of the aforementioned 
Political Reform Act on which they immediately initiate 
an investigation on in an attempt to resolve. : 

Mr. PITMAN was then questioned as to whether 
he was personally familiar with California Lobbyist 
DONALD KENT BROWN. Mr. PITMAN stated that Mr. DONALD 
KENT BROWN has been a lobbyist on the Sacramento scene 
for several years and represents many large and influential 
corporations. PITMAN,- thereafter, secured BROWN's file 
maintained at his office and presented it to the interviewing 
Agents for their review. As DONALD KENT BROWN's file 
was reviewed, Mr. PITMAN offered that all Yobbyists 
are required to submit “Interim Lobbyist Reports" to 
his office every two months. He stated that the Interim 
Reports reflect the monies expended by the lobbyists 
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in behalf of clients; the lobbyists’ names and addresses; 

the fees received from the clients during the preceding 

two month period; and the cumulative totals received by 

the lobbyists from their individual clients over the : 
given year in which the report is being submitted. . ) 


Mr. PITMAN stated that in the case of 
DONALD KENT BROWN a degree of confusion is found 
in maintaining his, (BROWN's), reports in that BROWN 
is operating as an independent lobbyist but is also : 
incorporated under the name of Advocation, Incorporated, 
and for that reason two separate files are maintained 
at his office for BROWN and his corporation. Mr. PITMAN 
directed the Agents' attention to the most recent filings 
.by DONALD KENT BROWN for himself and his corporate operation 
known as Advocation, Incorporated. In the case of the filings 
for BROWN, it was noted that the block stamp is dated February 2, 
1977, and covers the period.October 1, 1976, through 
December 31, 1976. The aforementioned Interim Report will 
be made an attachment to this FD-302; however, the following 
are the pertinent areas of the form: 


Name DONALD KENT BROWN 
Business Telephone 
Number. Bt ee 916-447-8229 
_ Business Address 1127 - llth Street 
: Suite 544 


ot rr 8 we » # = Setar wf? a “ ns * e « * 
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oe Sa Sacramento, California 


Clients reflected on BROWN's individual filing 
are as follows: 


= aes (A) SUMMA CORPORATION _ a en a 
: Post Office Box 14000 . as s 
2° Las Vegas, Nevada 


.. For the reporting period of te | (ee 
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Received $7,164.00 in salaries, fees, : 
retainers; $3,412.00 in expenses; cumulative en: 
total of expenses and salaries of $42,909.00. 3 
for the year of 1976. 


(B) HUGHES AIR CORPORATION . ~ Z 
(Hughes Air West) e 5 = = 
3125 Clearview Way Sa ae : 
San Mateo, California - pee 


For the reporting period of 
October 1, 1976, through 
December 31, 1976: 


Received $2,224.00 in salaries, fees, 2 
retainers; $39.00 in expenses; cumulative 
total of expenses and salaries of $6,840.00 
for the year of 1976. . 


~ 


Mr. PITMAN thereafter made available Mr. DONALD 
KENT BROWN's most recent filings with his office, . : 
dated November 16, 1976, for his lobbying firm, doing 
business as Advocation, Incorporated. The significant 
areas of that file reflect a business telephone number 
for Advocation, Incorporated, as 447-8229, with business 
address of 1127 - llth Street,- Sacramento, California. 


During the reporting period of September l, 
1976, through September 30, 1976, the following are 


the Listed clients of DONALD KENT BROWN for Advocation, 
Incorporated: ae es 
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a Donal@@X. BrOwn for pe ee ee : 
— oe ADVOMM. ION, INC. , Te ee ee 
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ED IN CONMNICTIGN WITH LOSBYING ACTIVITY [Amauris may be rounded of to whol» dollars} 
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NAME ANG ACIAESS OF F22S, MENT OF : bes TOTAL 
EMPLOYER OR CUCNE 7 RETAINERS EX°ENS=ES - TO OATe 
bay Area Sewage Services Ag. . 
aremont Hotel - : 
ashy & Domingo 
arkaley, Czliformia 94705 I$2,900 oes a € : Oar 
iformia Escsing Council 
650 Borel Place, Suite 102 | 
San Meteo 4402 ' 
7 ge eee ; $2,583. 399 0 2,982 24,088. 


Lif. Incdspencent Mortgage 
PrONSr Asscciatiqn ; ; } 
13135 Ventur: Plvd. , Fa0l 7 i " 
Studio City, CA 91604 5,000. 0 0 3,000 24,381 
Unf. Incercengent Oil 
Sfarketers Associaticn 
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555 Cepitol Mall, Suite 755 750 31 0 271 7,181.06- = 


Sacremento, CA $5814 
aAlif£. Socity of Radiolegic 
Technologists: 


a® 


Oakland, Califormia 94611 ies 
Tne Nik-O-Ick Company 
422 E. New York a gf Bers 


Indianapolis, Ind. 46202 0. | oO Oo - 750 . |6,797-00 


Pharmaceutical Manufacturers 
Association .. 
1155 ~— 15th Street, N. W. 2,083 0 
Washincten,. D. C. 20005 
iG. D. Searle & Co., Inc. | 
Box -1045 








Skokie, Illinois 60076 | 250 Oo 0 | 250 15,130.00 


Cole National Corporation 
n§903 South Miles Road . 


Meveland, Olio 41128 o,f Oo F- O- o 6: |-25,180.00 


shio Transportaticn 
Corporation of California 
4201 Long Beach Boulevard 3,000 - O.; 
PLO Saac = anco7 

tlantic Richfield Co. : eg me 1a 
515 S. Flower Street£4013 
pos Angeles; G8 90071. 17a"? : 





| Ronald Reaga -4405 
Dow Chemical U.S.A. | 


925 L Street, #1425 98 8n0 | fi 29 ' ae gt | 7 Ee no 9. “0.00 
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During the course of the review of the Advocation, 
Incorporated, file and DONALD KENT BROWN's file maintained 
at Mr. PITMAN's office, he directed the Agents’ attention 
to the State of California Franchise Tax Board "Audit 
Report for Lobbyist" which pertains to Mr. BROWN's 
operation and which is routinely audited on an annual 
basis. A copy of the California Franchise Tax Board 
audit was secured from Mr. PITMAN and will be attached 
to this FD-302. «3 


The review of Mr. BROWN's files revealed that in 
his representation of the Summa Corporation, his contact 
with that firm is Mr. JAMES F. LESAGE, Post Office Box 309, 
Las Vegas, Nevada, and that his representation of the 
Summa Corporation as a lobbyist in Sacramento, California, 

‘pertains to legislation dealing with real properties, 
highways, and gambling. 


His files further: reflected that in his 
representation of the Cole National Corporation, his 
contact with that firm is with an unidentified officer 
at the firm's business address of 18903 South Miles Road, 
Cleveland, Ohio, telephone number 216-475-8925. The 
file reflects that.Mr. BROWN's representation on behalf of 
Cole of Sacramento pertains to Ophthalmic Goods and 
Duplication of Keys. a . 





The file reflected that in Mr. BROWN's representation 
of the Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association his 
representative in that firm is Mr. BRUCE J. BRENNAN at the 
Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association office at 
1155 - 15th Street, Northwest, Washington, D.C. 


In Mr. BROWN's files he reflects that he also 
is a retained lobbyist for thé Sohio Transportation Corporation 
of California, located at 4201 Long Beach Boulevard, Long 
Beach, California; the Atlantic Richfield Corporation (ARCO), . 
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at 515 South Flower Street, Los Angeles, California; 


Dow Chemical U.S.A., 925 "L" Street, Sacramento, 
California. Mr. PITMAN advised that it appears that 

Mr. BROWN represents some extremely large corporations 
and by virtue of their size would derive a sizable 
income in his capacity as a lobbyist. PITMAN stated 
that there is considerable competition among lobbyists 
in Sacramento, each of whom is vying for the larger 
accounts as their volume of activity in connection with 
pending legislation would enable them to receive a high 
retainer fee. Mr. PITMAN sited the fact that Mr. BROWN 
represents the Summa Corporation, Sohio Transportation 
Corporation of California, ARCO, and Dow Chemical, which 
are classified as four major corporations operating through- 


out the United States. 


Mr, PITMAN stated that(__———+dd in his ae 
office, onelL._],. terminated her employment Pe * 
with the Secretary of State's office approximately two 

years ago and joined Mr. DONALD KENT BROWN's operation, 

at that point in time. According to PITMAN, 

has subsequently left the employment of Mr. DONALD ‘KE 

BROWN and is understood to currently reside with her 

husband, , in a Sacramento suburban 

community known as Clarksburg, California. Mr. PITMAN 

stated that[____——s—sé—“ Cd] may - be in a position to offer 
additional information concerning Mr. DONALD KENT BROWN. 
PITMAN suggested, however, that is an 


incessant talker and may reveal her contact with the 


Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) to Mr. BROWN. 


The following are documents made available 


“by Mc. DAVID PITMAN concerning the two separate lobbyist's 
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activities by Mr. DONALD KENT.BROWN, which are herewith 
attached: | 
DONALD KENT BROWN's filings for 
Advocation, Incorporated, for =~ - | 
_.the period September 1, 1976, © Le ee 
. through September 30, 1976 > Be a | 
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: (Interim Form) : 
2 LOBBYIST REPORT-——-SHORT FORM : 
* - (GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 86107) 
THIS FORM MAY BE USED ONLY IF YOU ENGAGED IN NO REPORTABLE EXCHANGES THIS AGNIAE D 
{if there were exchanges, use Form 620) > erage ene FILED 
a Period 29 _+ 1976 through_12_/_31._/1976 of the Serene State 


Cumulative Period January 4, 1976 through 12-_/-31_JS197 §  - FEB 02 1977 








BrOwn, Donald Kent (916) 447-8229 ARCH FONG ELL Secretary cf stars 
4 NAME (LAST) (FIRST) (M1) (AREA CODE) BUSINESS PHONE : 
4 1127 - llth Street, Suite 544 Sacramento, California 95814 
3 BUSINESS ADDRESS (NO. ANO STREET) (CITY) (STATE) (ZIP CODE) oe —"EOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
{ Same as above 
; MAILING ADDRESS UF DIFFERENT THAN ABOVE) 
Be cn ge ieee 
of 
2 LOBBYIST ACTIVITIES 
SPECIFIC DESCRIPTION OF LEGISLATION (BILL =) OR ADMINISTRATIVE . 
ACTION INFLUENCED OR ATTEMPTED TO INFLUENCE AGENCY INVOLVED 
None = 


ATTACH ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON APPROPRIATELY LABELED CONTINUATION SHEETS 


__ATTACH ADDITIONAL IN FOR AT ON ON eee ee 
PAYMENTS. RECEIVED IM CONNECTION WITH LOB3YING ACTIVITY (Amounts may be rounded off to whole dollars} 
(a) (b) (c) (d) {e) 


ADVANCES OR 






























































OFFICIAL SALARIES, REIMBURSE: Bees TOTAL CUMULATIVE 
USE NAME AND ADDRESS OF FEES, MENT OF RECEIPTS THIS TOTAL 
ONLY EMPLOYER OR CLIENT RETAINERS. EXPENSES {Attach PERIOD TO DATE 

Explanation) 









SUMMA Corporation 
P. O. Box 14000 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89156 
Hughes Orp- 
3125 Clearview Way 
San Mateo, CA 94403 


~0- . ($10,576 {$42,909 







* 
2,224 39 6,840 





ame oF Account: DOLD K- BROWN — Ledger Account. 
Apoortioned amount of fee and expenses on lonbying. 
DEPOSITS (POSTINGS) TO THE ACCOUNT; SUMS RECEIVED FOR THE PURPOSE OF PAYING EXPENSES (SECTION 85105) 
Instructions: List here all funds received by the lobby account for the purpose of paying reportable expenses. In- 
clude your own funds “advanced” to the account for payments of reported items if such advances were necessary. Do 


















*§ not list fees, retainers or reimbursements unless deposited or posted fo the account. -° : 
As NAME OF SOURCE AMOUNT 
‘4 Donald Kent BrOwn 1127 - lith St., Suite 544, Sacramento, CA 95814 $4,573 
‘4 (aka Advecation, Inc.) ae 
3 TOTAL DEPOSITS (POSTINGS) OF RECEIPTS TO THE ACCOUNT THIS PERIOD: 4.573 
ay pea hae eae ; g 
s : VERIFICATION . °- 6 
7 f 
THERE WERE NO EXCHANGES WITH INDIVIDUALS OR ENTITIES SPECIFIED IN SECTIONS 86107 (d) or (ec) WHICH WOULD BE RE- 
§ PORTABLE THIS MONTH PURSUANT TO THESE SECTIONS. (You must file a Form 620 if you had ony such exchanges) 
ac $ DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THIS REPORT ANDO THE attacneo SCHEDULES ARE TO THE on oF mv 
KNOWLEDGE TRUE, CORRECT AND COMPLETE AND THAT t HAVE VUSED A REASONABLE DBD PUA R pifer ee 
23 \/,¢ 
“Soo. acrame ge is VL, \ x Vg6 
“ Executed onl/28/77_eactamento, CAg - 4) f---77 Li2 dof) A LA ee 
Ac cor eee Pg {OATE) {CITY AND STATED : CA1dvaTuse UF LoenytsT) 
HS 2 EEN TL ee eee ROL add PaO SER See POA 


~ a 
2 ws = a 
> +e * ; c SS =* < ze « 
. . 











* . ve ea 
* fl 


= 4 cnwarepete 5 OF 


8 ge weet 0 oe ees o& 2 eee ens 
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wetgek AD Aneesh am eewe: meee TY Sern 
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J. PAYMSNTS (POSTINGS) FROM THE ACCOUNT; REPORTABLE EXPENSES INCURRED BY THE LOBBYIST FOR THE PERIOD, , 
SECTION 86106) | 


Schedule (i) Instructions: In this schedule show alll reportable payments other than Overhead (Schedule ii) or Petty 
* Cash (Schedule iii)..“Payments” include charges to credit cards or open accounts for items required to. be 
reported in this Schedule even if not paid in cash at month end regardless of whether you or your em- 


ployer will make the actual payment. Do nof report the actual payment for items listed in previous re- 














ports. ; 
jae ane soos oF ae NAJAE AND ADDRESS OR OFFICIAL . DESCRIPTION ’ 
DATE . NAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEE POSITION OF BENEFICIARY OF AMOUNT c 
: (lf other thon Payee or Filer) CONSIDERATION : ‘ 
Vario's 7 ; = 4 
10/23 {1695 South Virginia Fahrenkopf & self Dinner S 24 
a 211.98 each) 
11/17 Leah Cartabruno & self : 
fl ($8.65 each) Dinner 17 
11/20 Dr. P. Grignon & self Iamch “> 25 








190) . Embarcadero . . \($7.46. each) . 


et asi}?"> ad 












TOTAL FOR SCHEDULE (i). 0. 2 2 2 be ee ee we ee ee eee HO 


‘JY Schedule (ii)— OVERHEAD See Extibit a . - ie & 
< Instructions: List payments incurred by you in lump sum amounts within the following broad categories: = = > 


a) Wages, benefits and payroll taxes . 2. 2 2 2 6 6 0 @ ee ew ew ew ew $707 
DB) Wel DNONG: 6. isc fe” ay Jos See Gt a, <i es lo ee Re. Se cee, EM ae ce B- “ESS 








c) Rent and Utilities Bg Se a> ec Mer er fe es ee oe Ser. eb ee (ee de tee Se —-O~ 
d) Olner OFi¢e Expense: ia. 6. wwe we A Zo wes | we ce ee Se Sow ee. BIT 
e) Personal Maintenance Expenses: = 4 AD 
; Actual costs: for the period. so <is:.e- ec ee 02 See ee Se ay, BS 
OR Pe oes . " _? : 


Per Diem at $_25 for_l_days . : 
“ $-20 per mile for_672 _ miles : e ee ee «@ e e ° « @ 2° 2 2 © — —134—_____ 4 517 
TOTAL. FOR SCHEDULE (ii e "°e ° 2 o ° o ° ee °9+: 29 2 o 2 * ° = > # : Tx. Ae De 


| 
| 





. 
e 
= i * fs » 


Schedule (iii)—PETTY CASH 


ONTMTELTATNT NIP Oe EN Te ET 
s : 53 
' 











a) Activity expense paid from petty bah os See aie ee ek .. pee ses ce (*) 
b) Items over $10 paid from petty cash .. 2 2 2 6 eo 6 0 ew ee et ee ass os (*) 
: c) Total of other petty cash payments . 2 2 0s se eee ew ee ee ew ew HOT Oe = 
TOTAL FOR SCHEDULE (iii > ss e e© ss e® @# « eo ee Ds 
* Attach schedule showing name of payee, nature of expense and the nome and éddress or official Position of the i 
beneficiary. ; ; : ‘ 
; SUMMARY | 
PAYMENTS FOR THE MONTH CASH POSITION [SECTION 86107(b)(5)} 
‘ (Complete this schedule if your lobby account ' 
Schedule id oe. ce. es a ks 56 is a designated bank account.) 
Schedule (i) 2. . 2 2... WL oeD! Cash in account, start of period ._ 
Schedule (iii) 2. 2. 2... ke —0= Add: Amount deposited . . 2... 
4,573 34, Less: Cash payments from account . . 





Total “payments” ‘this month . . $ Cash Balance end of month . . 


OE FIAT AIL LP TOE ALLELE. LOTTI BO AP A CI PAN TEETER A Ew ome ae 
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= oP oo ee ite * es Tae y wet? 
x 7% yo oxe tal = * “4 a s SS aqme; 
* x + . 
x ei 4 ¥ . me gt . 
: " y . oe ON 
* & a 2 
Seis ecg eat abet cu SE ah oo iiss 3 Sie SSeaatactets es se 
= 
@ “ 
es . 
. 7 eo x ~ 
f° = * a : a 
' - 4s 
7 s “ < ° o . . - 
aa EXHIBIT A 
. FORM 625 ae 
‘ : , : a 
— oe Donald Kent BrOwn . 
x . ° 
- Pe * . = 
= - = . « 
- Period 10/ 1 71976 through 12/31 _/197 ; 
7 . 
* x e 
ae m ~ ‘ - : . 
* e 7 x = 
® M . 
Donald Kent BrOwn is a lobbyist, He is also an employer of a Lobbyist : 
e 
and therefore the follewing additional infomation is given in lieu =. 
se s » 
; of filing a Form 650. (2 Cal Admin Code § 18619} ; aia - 
°. ee 
. i « 
» s ° i the e * ‘ = ° s = bd 
. e ° ° 
e . 7 ‘! * . . 
: * ° Py eo » -- 
i . . » - ° * . ° ° = 
ae s a Pe ; - ° me 
. e 7 
- Payments made to Lobbyists. Employed or Retained: —~ . 
* - : 7 e es « ms « 
7 ea ese . a e a * = ®@e 
ts ‘es rs e e Z Py a“ 
= « *. ° « Lad . 
e * ‘e. ° e 2" oe. x : 
> . . e 
o e . . 
Full Name Salaries, Fees, General Special Total’ this . Cumlative 
° e e o : e . 
of Lobbyist Retainers - - Expenses. Expenses Period to Date . 
* : - " ¢ ; : » 3 * ; ° ° ! 
» e o* wea 
. Cc. W.. (Nick) $300 : bg -0- . be $300 . $1,000 . gee: 
.. ° Medeiros > ee ge os ; 
e * * - « : 
- > = oA * + a+ = a o « » * 2 = Ca . - 
. x e * e’* * ¥ - to Cad - 2 * e + 
: : cr che ee RS ee ee v i 
. a e ° 4 
z. e . : ; * - ‘ 7 - = . z . @ = Z : ' 7 * . ae a 
: a ay eee . ° ee a : ta 
~ < &% an . . ve . . o “ “ + ~ . e Af 
e s 7 , : . * x D ° 5 = wn tat ee ee i 
. - , @e. 7 . “e ae $? 
+ ’ . * * » 
‘ : ; e : 7 as . : 2 2 fs 
a -. ° . . ” ree . - -¢ . oe ~ ‘ “ * » } n 
ry = ov = fe * . = ‘ e * = > r - * ; 
. °° ° 7 “a of . : « be * » % " a i 
. ° > ° « 
. a “« -s * °*,* * * , * . % 
. ad er ° : e ; .? f4 
. = 7 = va » i 53 
* Lobbying Activities - None this period. - we s 3 
é 
. ° e ~ 2 - 2 : . . . : . ry 
~ » - . - r = 
Campaign Contributions - None : a aie Sp a a i; 
os | : .: : waa 
° * 7 ry 5 * 
5 * « . i: 
Payments to Influence - None but, see Payments on Lobbyist Report is 
» . ay 2 e : * s j : 
: : . 3. 
; Exchanges ~ None, but see Schedule B of Lobbyist Report if Forni 620 is filed. . f 
. . ~~ 4 : eS * x : . . ‘ a 7 ae : . Fi 
° ; . . » : . _ -* id = e * 2 = 7 
; ’ at x « 2 % » « au, fe ia! ew Xe ‘ « ¥ ° ‘“ . - 
ont te : . fs “ eb me kes . 
: * , * 4 * ar oO * ‘<< * * 3 
* 7 * i * . abt 4 4 ay = @ x e ™ or 2 ° . = t 
+ ee ie x > a a lL i a ae ee a. aN wes whew ry a Samet: wT Teed fo Be * at te, T ae om * ceuses > BM ererm a 77? + » * o-* . et, > vet ‘ «oe ‘y 
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| ATTACHMENT TO FORM 625 ~ LOBRYIST REPORT | | ge 
Yor Donald K, Brown for Advocation, Ines . : | ee Sa ee 
, * ee period 9/1/76 through 9 /30 /76 ms eS OR 
7% riled in lieu of filing Form 650 ~ 2 Cal Admin Code § 18619 Eo 
Donald Kent BrOwn for Advocation, Inc. is a lobbyist. He | sft 
. ds also an employer of a lobbyist and therefore the following o 
additional information is given in lieu of filing a Form 650. | ' ; Ss 
‘ j ‘ : a 
; | PAYMENTS MADE TO LOBBYISTS EMPLOYED OR RETAINED: ape 
Full Name Salaries, Fees, General Special. Total this Cumulative Tot: . 
Ji of Lobbyist | Retainers Expenses Expenses Period to Date Bh a, 
uc. We (Nick BAY 
~ " - “4Medeiros $2,250 == oe $2,250 « $22,480 eit" 
| fo | ” : | : 
a, ; Oy 
fw | Se 
oe LOBBYING ACTIVITIES (See Exhibit A of Lobbyist Report) a c Reso 
CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS - None. ; J” tise * iT 
as ; ‘> 5 e ; 1 oo 
i ae 
Es 


PAYMENTS TO INI'LUENCE None but sea Payments on Lobbyist Report 


Schedule B of Lobbyist Report if Form 620 is filed. 
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LS5= NAME ANO ADDRESS OF Fz=5. MENT OF RECEIPTS = TOTAL 
ONLY | EMPLOYER O2 CUENT RETAINERS EX>ENSES : ase TO DATE 
xolanochon, 
7 Bay Area Sewage Services Ag. t 
Clazencnt Hotel f 
Ashby & Domingo : 
| portealey, California 94705 IS2,900 a 0 A 2 Os 
Calizomia Eousing Council | 
| 1650 Borel Place, Suite 102 : , 
San Meteo 402 
feet 9440 $2,583 399 0 2,982  |24,08e 
Caliz. Indepencent Mortgege 
Brokers Association - : 
‘13135 Ventura Blvd., #301 
: 5,000 . 5,000 24,381 


Studio City, CA -91604 

Calif. independent O11 

Marketers Associaticn se 

555 Capitol Mall, Suite 7 : 
Sacremento, CA 95814 - i 21 0 771 7,181 
Caliz. Socity of Radiologic , 
Technologists: : . 
6500 Valley View Road - e : 
Oekland, Bai eonia 94611 Bee 0. 200 _ 1,375 
Tne Nik-O-Lok Company 

422 E. New York J ; 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46202 750 0 0 - ° | 250 | 6,797 
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Phermnezceutical Manufacturers 
Association 

1155 -— 15th Street, N. W. 2,083 

Washincton, D. C. 20005 

G. D. Searle &-Co., Inc. 

Box 1045 ; 

Skokie, Illinois 60076 250 
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Cleveland, Ohio 44128 oO , 





Schio Transportation 


Corporation of California Bs 
4201 Long Beach Boulevard 3,000 0 0 3,000 113,72 
T2952 ar 
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dow Chemical U.S.A. is { . f 

$25 L Street, #1425 . 

Sacramento, CA 95814 9,500 ; 6 0 9,500 9,50 


% - 39 -. 2 Paes os 







. 
_— he eee PFT TX. awn Ct ™ mat? OY “we cl . 
er Bek . Ree tae . « -- : & ‘ « * 
FE ESE eo SURI t ewes -" ee vA cr Nae ng 
- re PERT eS nea pececmanr pinerse pets ore OTIS 
wie => ait . ee =e rs es = nett Mee we ee SPEReeS aAP Bas Ee =e $e wee arse » Tat a ome ae “ey wv xele Aue” 
> ‘ Femi “ag, Se pe Smt ah eer ay adh 2", om er ee 
- © . ~- bs er - = te . efem 
cian z - : on . rm * . wee é =A ON “. a Far - 
site > . _ . ee ft = ay * oLas * ipa joi * agra . ’ a 
“> ® f mire we mm AR « a 7 wie 4 _ * eee 
“ a = we om a * Be - + of e * eine » x 4” . 4 
oe oe * a" we * * a 
- ean Meee ‘ eee toe x atu te 12° * ee . an 4 fee RS . - : " ce 7 ¥ 
= + af « ‘ « . "tes * we = ee ee he a * e * = ” i = wt ee . mor 
*? . = va. =“ * wu w 
¥ ’ 














j 


A ae a ta 


1. 














- 
¥ . wor, aS * «er Eee . _ + 8 : : : _ ow : 
‘ 4e Ly vex eee 

a « a he = 7 ay ee? 
¥ cad 
“ ° 3 ~ Sey - 
* 7h! é . - > 
*< « b 
= s . * * * = 
4 ¢ 
* + om = a 
g * % wy x 
* = a st & wg Ne ow ;. 
Pa ze o¥e ak * = %y ae se 42 IE ch 
~, » = € * 
N Rana Ne oS oe oy cyt 74 ~~ et ty ee? ~ 
wee Bake gp es Une Port R ae ie eae aan hate tat 5 7 
- gah ae tae ee : 
¥ 
* 
2 
° “ 
* 
. 
* 
. 
» * < 
. ~ i . 
° , 
: 
’ 
* 
. 
* * * . 
eat e = : sos 
a 


, ; EXHIBIT C ose 
Form 625 2 - 
| 


* 











. ° 
a 
s 
« 
+ ae s 
’ * 
wf = ‘ 
— a 
¥ « =~ toe * - - # * ~ 2 ~ wes e*vh g ste maser - we =«~* a _weate ~~ » feyee ~ oe -— s - re 
* * 
* 
* 
v * * ™ 
« 
v 
. = * 
© 
. Pe 7 
* « - » é# a= * 7 ° - > ‘ .° ~ 7 
¢. . . K . ry wee y =e . ~ - a s 
“ ‘ ‘ . 2 . - = 
a te 2 o Xt oo “eo” a £ « a 7 * ” 
* é . * a ; o 
> > * : © 
« 
= . 
« 
. ? . = : “ 
* 
Lii 12 00 
. TOTAL OF SHCEDULE 111) (b ° 
* 
+ 
thi iod 
is p 
e 
s 
a - * » * te “ 
x « = 
* 
. a = . 
» * . . . * 
- x 2 s . ie . 
t ‘ ’ . ¢ " = . 
“ e ° ars . * = 
Hy e “ e % . G 
> . 
of a * < « x x 
* Sa * < 2 
* * - « = ¥ “ T 
a ” .* 7 . 
« » 7 ; 
* x © > fae » J a 7 ? * aed = Te Ss cm. ” = 
, > 
td PS 2 . a . ae 
* . : 7 
e = 
-= > > 
= x . uy 
> » 
— . “46° tee 2 ° . » = ete a . a] <<a S*ebe = 2 a 
- > . - ‘é . > 
« * + 
” 
a * a > . x 
7 * . . , © . . e 
: * - . * . rs 
. 2 x -_ 
. . 
e 
Poy as we ‘ > e ‘ ¢ £ es * 
s 
oo % © * * - * Ae ~~ « = 
ar * ‘i a 4 a‘ . ~ y . 
= 7 * es 
. . 
> . : 
* ¥ bal 5 ’ , « rd - 
‘ ” S . a ‘“ 3 
; v 
. ¢ ¥ © 
* % + a 
s 4 om Ae 2 an ant * e 
4 - 4 se? * ‘ oes . ° 
, x 
° ~ . ~ x 
er e “ = = 2 he 
= >» v * ’ = 4 ‘a 7 
7 ' . = x . ae > ~~ 4 ans a 
. . > - ve é * - 
7 , 
Ls é = 
7 « 
x = rs * “ae . « = . ££ # . . 
* . o % « 
bal * o a _ 
a ” - 
ie - o : . = <7 ‘ * ‘ 
* * : ; fe 
* . <a wn ’ 
a -e a + - * 7 . oe - 
* s * « 
* - . = ie 
* 
» 
s * . o oe 
2 ~ 
. Set ee Pon ow a uve ced one * me "ge? * [aor 7. « ai « s a,* maa am oe me oe ~, sf ae , 0 rn ae. S oq 
~ 
« . . 
« ‘ o. > > ~ e 
« 7 Pa : 
= @ . e = 
* 7 re . eo ». %s « ¥ we ‘, o = . 
es = a . Pa e a 
> o - * * *e <y ‘- 
° i ° , ng * 
‘ %s ae - 3 ¢ ws wz < F tee =» * s 4 . es 
“e * ‘ 2 * - 
¢ . a : - ~ . 
* % 
: * + * . = x —— e 
. r - e ‘“ 
. ‘ Sa 
e = ** * > = Os - 8 . t+ . e 4 ° i Ms re 
x *. M ® " % 
= ~~ * ad ee 
‘ ” ‘, “en ” * kia * uae - ne wa - = - s . < = 2 
« ‘ a . fe 
o ‘ . . 2 
7 eg ow. : * Ld RRS: “8 -.* ‘* ‘ ae “"“¢ poe sa owe Sut * ge” « wey xy oat ren r = ous 7. e 
. » 1 ® ee #y * ss * 
« 
“ 7 
‘ v 4 * » * » ~~? 
* ‘ie > Or 
‘ = - = 
> * x * a “ g 2 
. an. St oe = . » 
BS ¥ 
. oF ." -- Q -*e - 
* e a ‘ * 
* « 
x ot x e 
’ x > ey a 
. * < . * 
s , 2 = ™, $ + mt, a *“¢ . 
- el * + ‘ee « mest - - + way mawaye ce he Sensory ye ew Wraahe sox a wees - wth ae ang «+ we ~ ts 
a ® 
= * Saris m » : = 
= e i < a 
+ - 
: ° i & “ ©¢ -~ 
s » “s he's 
. « . > = ° . Awe 
* 2 a . - « 7” bo ee 
. -_ 7 ® 
. e « y ee = 5 seo 
. 7 RK - - t —~—: ee 
~ . x ’ .s ~ = « * « » * Pre . ~ © R 


5 
i eo oe = . * « SLVR TAs w _- ”“~ . a Se 
ace : s TEE TPS wm SIT 
Wt aerate Sy 80 OTE YT TRY Ves t¥ wows. Ree eee “ a" = * ¥ Prk > 
- Ww wee ve. + * at e« bad om t,o ve 4 = x u ue ve in =! ve ae one + eet pee x* * ° * « 4 ot pm * oS a tt 
by ERS Be : , ee oe et AL aE ty hs OD Ree FE any a eee 4k werent eolier sn! Sz . eran oe ek 2e 6 
* > owe gt . ‘yw * 1 Se, et fe ‘ e =m oo uy + 7 rmyoe ae 7 Mem 8 a x oF o? ae * ¢ . “wy ans s - Ss a 
Sr + we * . ~ 
” so oe eda as * 4 y ee we oe ny - ~ ‘ io. Age x 7 ea“ r 
* 
fen” f ¥ > a * sa “4N * ae « . ~ > * vw - 
r ae 7 +e ee ee dae 6 e ¥ 6 le eee Ey « “ - «pee * - ? / -* 
7 e e ae os a 


* 
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On April 15, 1977, the following investigation 
was conducted by SA JOUN F. MULLIGAN : ' 


Sa 


aT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA: 


_A check of the records of the California 
State Archives, 1020°0 Street, Sacramento, revealed 
thet in 1971 Assembly Bill £946 was introduced by 
Assemblymen CORY, WOOD, and LACOSTE. ‘This bill was 
entitled "Agricultural Labor Relations Act of 1971." 
These records revealed that this bill was released from 
the Ways and Means Conmittee without further action. 

a check of the records of the State Archives 
also revealed that in 1671 regis- 
tered as a Lobbyist for the California Tax Payers 
Association. These records also revealed that 
JEFFERSON PLYSER was a registered lobbyist during 
the period cf 1°71 throuch 1973 for the Mortgage 
Brokers Institute, the Wine Institute, and the 
California Real Property Loan Brokers Association. 


wd SD 


eS 


KR. check of the California Law Enforcement 
TelLecommunications System (CLETS) revealed the 
following background information regarding JEFFERSON 
EDWIN PEYSER: . . 


Races white 


Sex: Male 

lieights 5'38" 

Weight: 170 

Hair: Gray ° 
Eyes: Brown 

California - 


driver's license: #B407079 
Address (as of . 
October 4, 1976): 1200 California 
se: . San Francisco, California 
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The following investigation was conducted by 
SA JOHN F. MULLIGAN. 


AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA: 


On April 26, 1977, a request was made at the 
State of California Library, Sacramento, for all records 
regarding lobbyists and all legislative advocates for the 
years 1966 through 1976. It was determined that the only 
records available at the State Library were listings of 
individuals registered as legislative advocates for those 
years. It was also determined that the State Library had 
no records or listings for lobbyists for the years 1966 
ot and 1968. | 
A review of the Legislative Advocates and 
Organizations Directories of 1967 revealed no listing 
for a lobbyist representing Tenneco, Inc. 


The following information regarding DONALD k. 
BROWN, Lobbyist, was extracted from the Legislative 
Advocates and Organizations Directories for the years. 
indicated: 


In 1972 DONALD K. BROWN was a lobbyist repre- 
senting: Comprehensive Health Systems, Inc.; Robert R. 
Mullen Company; and Union Bank. _ 


In 1973 DONALD K. BROWN was a lobbyist repre- 
senting: Anthony Industries, Inc.; Robert R. Mullen 
Company; and Sayre & Fisher Company. 


In 1975 through 1976 DONALD K. BROWN was a 
lobbyist representing: Anthony Industries, Inc.; Bay 
Area Sewage Service Agency; California Independent 
Mortgage Brokers Association; Huges Airwest; G. D. 
Searle & Company; Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association. 
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The following information regarding JEFFERSON 
E. PEYSER was extracted from the Legislative Advocates 
and Organizations Directories for the years indicated: 


In 1971 PEYSER represented: Mortgage Brokers 


, Lnstitute; and Wine Institute. 


In 1972 PEYSER represented: 


Mortgage Brokers 
institute; and Wine Institute. 


In 1973 and 1974 PEYSER represented: California 
Real Property Loan Brokers Association; and Wine Institute. 
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so INTERVIEW OF DONALD KENT BROWN AND. 
CONTACTS WITH BROWN'S ATTORNEYS : 
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ee - : Date of transcription 6/24/77 


Mr. DONALD KENT BROWN, registered California 
Lobbyist, appeared at the Sacramento Office of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI) in the company of his 
attorney, VIGO G. NIELSEN, JR. At the outset of the 

interview Mr. BROWN was advised that the ensuing conversation 
dealt: with alleged criminal activities on his part and others 
and that for that reason he was to be afforded his rights 

_ prioz. to the commencement of the interview. Thereafter, 
Mr. BRCKN was advised of his rights, as set forth in Bureau 
form entitled “Interrogation; Advice of Rights," after 
which the document was read by BROWN and his attorney and 
thereafter signed by Mr. BROWN. 


Mc. BROWN stated that he has been a registered 
lobbyist operating from offices in Sacramento, California, 
since 1972, and is currently retained by approximately 18 
corporations and/or associations operating within the 
State of California. Mr. BROWN then offered the identities 
of his retained clients and the years that he was hired 
by them.’ , : 


os “1972 -- Summa Corporation 
2% .. Las Vegas, Nevada. 


1973 -- Hughes Air West 
1977 i Continental Airlines 
1977 «- Flying Tyger Air Lines 
1977 -- Associated Builders and Contractors 


1975 -- California Independent Oil 
Marketers Association 


1973 -- California Independent Mortgage 
Brokers Association — 


1976 -=- Celifornia Orthotics and. 
Frosthetics Association 





Interviewed on 


6/15/77 4 Sacramento, Galifofnia  .,,#Los Angeles 183-250 
Se ra ee a — _ Oo noe 


6/21/77 


| SA JOHN F. MULLIGAN and  . | | 
wy SA NORBERT R. LINKER/NRL/1kp Me eae 
_ Ronald Reagan- #5] 
. f ‘e a . 
This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. lt is the property of the FBi ana is loaned to 
” your agency; it and its contents are not io be distributed outside your agency. ° a FSI/DOs 
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1975 -- Nik-O-Lok Company 
1977 -- H & R Block | 


1977 -- International Franchisers 
Association 


1977 -- City of Industry 
1976 -~ Dow Chemical Corporation 
1975 -- California Housing Council 


1974 -- Pharmaceutical Manufacturers 
Association 


1975 -- G. D. Searle, Incorporated 
1975 -=- Cole National, Incorporated 
1976 -- Sohio Oil Corporation 


Mr. BROWN advised that his sPeteas: are 
iaciaeiien located at 1127 - llth Street, Suite 544, 
Sacramento, California, telephone number 916-447- 3329, 
and that he has an associate within his lobbying firm, 
Mr. C. W. (NICK) MEDEIROS, who has been affiliated with 
him for the past two years. 


Mr. BROWN was advised that allegations received 
by the FBI indicated that he has made numerous suspect 
political contributions to elected State officials 
including Senators and Assemblymen prior to and subsequent 
to the passage of the California Political Rerorm Act of 
1974, which became effective as law on January 1, 1975. 
Mr. BROWN was further advised that in this area of the 
inquiry the Agents had received information indicating 
that he, BROWN, had distributed large sums of money to 
California Legislators in a clandestine manner on behalf 


ye 
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of his client the Summa Corporation. Mr. BROWN advised 
that he was retained as the registered lobbyist for the 
summa Corporation in 1972 through a public relations 

firm, the Robert R. Mullen Corporation of Washington, D.C. 


He stated that a Mr. ROBERT F. BENNETT, then with the Mullen. 


Gorporation, retained him on behalf of Summa to represent 
their real estate interests, highway legislation, and 
gambling legislation in the State of California. BROWN 
stated that approximately one year after having been 
hired by Mullen, and specifically BENNETT of that company, 
BENNETT joined Summa Corporation at its offices in Las 
Vegas, Nevada, after which time a NADINE HENLEY of Summa's 
Las Vegas operation became his contact. He stated that 
HENLEY was subsequently succeeded as his contact by one 
JAMES F. LESAGE who to the present time remains his 
contact with that corporation. BROWN stated that HENLEY 
and LESAGE have official titles as Governmental Affairs 
officers for the Summa Corporation and among their 
assignments are liaison with lobbyists in the rey 

of Summa throughout the United States. 


BROWN advised that prior to the passage of the 
Political Reform Act of 1974, he and other lobbyists were 


permitted to distribute political contributions to politicians 


and newly announced candidates which had been received from 
their clients. He stated that when the Political Reform 
Act of 1974 law became effective on January 1, 1975, it 


prohibited lobbyists from handling any political contributions 


between client and the intended political recipient. 


BROWN stated that between 1972 and 1974, he and 
NADINE HENLEY of Summa Corporation would meet and discuss 
those incumbent politicians and newly declared candidates 
whom HENLEY and he felt would best serve the interests of 
Summa if elected to State offices in Sacramento. He 
stated that a list would be prepared and agreed upon by 
he and HENLEY as to whom Summa would be supporting with 


political contributions. He advised that shortly thereafter 


he would receive checks made payable to him and drawn on 
the personal bank accounts of HOWARD HUGHES in banks 
. Located in Houston, Texas. He stated that based on the | 


! 
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format worked out with HUGHES, he would then deposit the 
HOWARD HUGHES checks into his own personal bank account 
at Sacramento, California, and then draw cashier's checks 
bearing his own name which he would then distribute to 
the politicians agreed upon earlier by he and HENLEY. 
BROWN stated that in distributing those cashier's checks 
he always made it a point to inform the politicians 

that the original source of the checks were either HOWARD 
HUGHES, the Summa Corporation, or subsidiary corporations. 


BROWN stated that his position in this method of 
distributing political contributions was enhanced with the 
receiving politicians as any follow-ups made by him with 
them made it easier as Summa's. lobbyist whenever Legislation 
was introducted which affected his client. 


BROWN advised that he could not offer any other 
Togical explanation as to why this method of distributing 
political contributions was worked out other than to 
enhance his reputation as Summa's lobbyist. 


BROWN stated that the possibility exists that 
retained lobbyists for the Summa Corporation in other 
otates that contain Summa, Incorporated, interests may 
be operating in this manner of disbursing political 
contributions to the present time. : 


: BROWN stated that he would “approximate” his 
distribution of cashier's checks on behalf of Summa to 
political candidates during the years 1972 to 1974 to 
be $125,000. He stated that the Political Reform Act 
now requires that Summa make their contributions to 
political candidates direct rather than through their 
retained lobbyists. 


Mr. BROWN was then asked what. his relationship 
with the California Inde ependent | Mortgage Brokers Association 
is relative to that association's contributions to California 
State politicians. . 


~he  . 
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BROWN stated that the California Independent 
Mortgage Brokers Association (CIMBA) policies do not 
differ in any way whatsoever with his other retained 
clients in that the Political Reform Act to which he 
refers now makes it mandatory that the client direct 
his contributions to the politician rather than 
transmit the monies through their lobbyist. BROWN 
stated that he, however, is consulted by SIMBA and his other 
clients regarding whom he feels should be the recipient 
of any contributions. He offered, however, that should 
the client disagree with his opinion they can take it upon 
themselves to contribute to others than those which he 
suggested, 


Mr. BROWN was then questioned as to what his 









relationship is with ee 
BIC 
Mr. BROWN stated_that he has known[ 
since 1963, at whic l z 2 attorney 
for the law firm of He 
stated. that both he: an ave been actively involved 


in Democratic party matters since they have known each 
other. In this regard, BROWN offered that he was an 
Assistant State Treasurer from 1962 through 1967, under 
and that his appointment was 
secured principally as the result of his active role for 
a Democratic. 


BROWN stated that [sd has since formed 
his own very successful law firm in Los Angeles, California, 
and in addition to being a leading spokesman in State 
Democratic politics has developed an area of specialty, 
namely the securing of State bank charters for clients. 


Mr. BROWN stated that while the Assistant State 
Treasurer for California he was contacted by a friend, 
, who at that time was attempting to 
form a bank in the Newhall, California, area. Being 
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aware of expertise in the field of bank charters, 
he referred tol], andL___] subsequently 
was successful in securing a State bank charter for 


. He stated that the bank in question is the Bank 
Santa Clarita located-in Newhall, California, and 
is presently a member of that Board of 
Directors. 


Mr. BROWN stated that he did not consider his 
referral of [sto Ls to secure his State bank 
charter a conflict of interest in that at that time he was 
an Assistant State Treasurer for California. _Mr. BROWN 
stated that to the best of his recollection, 
was_the only person seeking a bank charter whom he referre 
to[ ___—i|Jwhile he was an Assistant State Treasurer. 


Mr. BROWN stated that, to the best of his memory, 
he can not recall transmitting or suggesting to any of his 
retained clients since becoming a registered lobbyist 
that they make contributions to_the Democratic State Central 
Committee which was headed by[______————si—Ss BROWN stated 
that he would research his documents to insure that he ,,; 
never personally transmitted monies to the Democratic pic 
State Central Committee on behalf of clients. 


Mr. BROWN advised that subsequent to his position 
as Assistant California State Tre surer, he became involved 
in the formation of three other banks in California; namely, 
the Central Bank of Glendale, California, the Harbor Bank of 
Long Beach, and was retained as a consultant with the Bank 
of Chino Valley, for which he received a fee of $6,000. 

Mr. BROWN stated that in the case of the Central Bank of 


Glendale, he_was directly responsible for securing the 
services of [_-~]and his law firm for the 
necessary applications and documentation for the bank's 
charter. 


He advised that he played a principal role in 
organizing and gathering the necessary investment capital 


. for the Harbor Bank of Long Beach, and at one point in 


time-held 6,000 shares of that bank's stock which he sold 
six months subsequent to the bank's opening for a profit 
of approximately $2.50 per share. BROWN pointed out that 
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he secured a bank loan to acquire his Harbor Bank stock. 
He stated that as in the case of the Central Bank of 
Glendale, he was also instrumental in securing 

law firm to secure the necessary documentation for the 
bank charter for that bank. 


As an afterthought, Mr. BROWN offered that, as 
his memory serves him, [____] and/oz his law firm 
acquired stock in both the Central Bank of Glendale = 
‘and the Harbor Bank of Long Beach at a point in time 


when those institutions were seeking investors. © b6 


BROWN advised that in the case of the Bank of 
Chino Valley, he received a $6,000 consulting fee and, 
at one point in time, was a member of the board of that 
' bank but did not own shares in that institution. He 
stated that, as his memory serves him, he was instrumental 
in securing Law firm for the purposes required 
to secure its bank charter from the State of California. 


Mr. BROWN stated that the California State 
offices of Business and Transportation headed until 
recently by[____———s—éd iS: Me: State agency which 
oversees the issuance. of State bank charters. ° Mr. BROWN 
pointed out that has just recentl 
terminated his position as 


Mr. BROWN-was then asked whether he would 
offer a resume of his association with 
of the Cerrel Public Relations firm based in Los Angeles, 
California. 


BROWN stated that he has been acquainted with 
[____]since the early 1960s when both were actively 
involved in Democratic political election campaigns. 

He stated that he considers [._| to be a competent 
public relations man who has enjoyed considerable 
success in political campaigns to the present time. 
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He stated that he and[____] have both been retained by 
three clients for their respective abilities as lobbyists 
and public relations expert. He advised that the three 
clients who both he and[__] were retained by were the 
G. D. Searle Corporation, the California Housing Council, 
and the Environmental Exporters Institute. 


BROWN recalled that both he and[_]also 
shared as clients the California Independent Mortgage 
Brokers Association, also known as SIMBA. [.____]|further 
offered that [___]has also handled some public 
relations matters for the Summa Corporation of Las Vegas, 
Nevada, as the result of a referral which he (BROWN) had 
made on behalf of [______] BROWN stated that [_] was 
retained by Summa attorney JAMES WADSWORTH, one of 
Summa's Las Vegas based attorneys, at the suggestion of 
BROWN. 


BROWN stated further that he and 
mutual client, the California Housing: Council, was formed 
by L___]. Mr. BROWN stated that in his judgement it was 
merely coincidental that he was subsequently retained as 
the Sacramento lobbyist for the California Housing Council 
after that organization was principally formed eee 

stated that his contact with_the California Housin 

Council is » who is 

and whose offices are located in San Mateo, 
California. 


Mr. BROWN was then asked whether he would 
offer background on the Dow Chemical Company and his 
relationship with that corporation since becoming 


its lezislative advocate in Sacramento. At that point 
| offered that he had 
represented Dow. in political affairs matters some four 


years ago, at which time he was in regular contact_with 
Dow Chemical's Governmental Affairs Director, one 

» who operated_in behalf of Dow in their Western 
Regional offices. [_] stated that as Dow's operations 
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in California expanded, [J asked him whether he could 
refer him to a qualified and competent lobbyist in 
Sacramento who could best serve Dow's interests at the 
State capital. [sid] stated that he referred 
to DONALD KENT BROWN and contractual agreements were 
worked out to whereby BROWN then became Dow's lobbyist 
in Sacramento. 


Mr. BROWN stated that Dow has recently encountered 
enumerable difficulties with the State of California in 
attempting to get the various approvals from State 
environmental agencies to build a $500 million dollar . 
facility in Northern California. BROWN stated that a 
as it became apparent to the Dow Chemical Company that | 
the obstacles in the environmental area were going to 
increase with the various State agencies, Dow decided 
to discontinue their efforts to build their aforementioned 
half billion dollar facility in the State of California, 
much to their regret. He stated that before Dow reached 
‘ their decision to discontinue their efforts to build 
their-plant in California, Dow had spent considerable 
monies in legal fees which proved to be futile. 

BROWN stated that he has never suggested toL_s—id 
a 
. direct any contribution to politicans a @é local or 
State level of California politics in order to sway 
their’decisions on the environmental problems connected 
with Dow's planned haif billion dollar facility. 


a4] 
2 


Mr. BROWN was then asked whether he would 
like to offer any information regarding the circumstances 


surrounding his retention by the Sohio Oil Corporation 
of Ohio. 


Mr. BROWN stated that he has been retained 
by the Schio Transportation Corporation of .Long Beach, 
California, which is a subsidiary corporation of the 
Sohio Oil Corporation of Ohio. He advised that a 
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of Sohio Transportation of Long Beach 
is his contact regarding the parent corporation's efforts 
to secure oil receiving terminals at one or more ports 
in California which will hopefully receive Sohio's portion 
of the oil from the Northern slope of Alaska which will be 
tankard from the port of Valdese in Southern Alaska. 


Mr. BROWN stated that he has had occasi et 
Sohio Oil Company's aot nd 
has been in California, and recalIs that on one occasion 

he and had dinner together and discussed Sohio's 
problems at a restaurant in San_Pedro, California. 

Mr. BROWN further offered that has requested 
_ his opinions on between 10 and 20 occasions during the past. 
year or so regarding political contributions which Sohio 

was interested in making to yarious political figures in 

the State legislature during the past_year. Mr. BROWN 
stated that he offered his advice a ae these 
occasions when his opinions were solicited but did not 

know whether the Schio Oil Corporation thereafter made 
contributions to those politicians for whom his advice 

was being sought. ) 


Mr. BROWN was then asked whether he would 
offer any information regarding his acquaintanceship 
with State Assemblyman LOUIS J. PAPAN, current Chairman 
of the State Assembly Rules Committee. 


Mr. BROWN advised that he has known Assemblyman 
PAPAN during the six years that he has been a member of 
the State Assembly, and considers him to be a friend. He 
stated that in cases where his clients have raised the 
question as. to whether or not they should contribute to 
PAPAN's election campaigns he has unhesitatingly suggested 
that they do so in that he looks upon Assemblyman PAPAN as 
a highly qualified member of the State Assembly. 


Mr. BROWN stated that Assemblyman PAPAN introduced 
Assembly Bill Number 933, which would have enacted legislation 
favorable to BROWN's client, the California Housing Council, 
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in early 1977. He stated that essentially the bill would 
give the State of California statewide jurisdiction in 
the field of landlord/tenant relationships, particularly 
in the field of breach of leases, controls on rent, and 
discriminatory practices. BROWN stated that Senator 
WILLIAM CAMPBELL had co~authored the Senate bill which 
did not reach the Senate subcommittee overseeing these 
matters, as Assembly Bill 933, introduced by Assemblyman 
PAPAN, was vetoed by Governor EDMUND G. BROWN, JR. 


BROWN again referred to his client, the California 
Housing Council, and advised that that organization has a 
political action committee which gathers funds separate 
and apart from dues collected from members and thereafter 


ma t W litical contributions through the offices 
of 
of the Califomia Housing Gouncil. 


Mr. BROWN was then ask as to his degree of ee 
association and friendship: wit b7c 


Mr. BROWN stated that he has known 
for approximately six years and has frequently sought his 
advice on legislative matters affecting his clients which are 
being handled by the State Senate. Mr. BROWN offered as an 
example the fact that was consulted by 
him in connection with Assemblyman PAPAN's Assembly Bill 933, 
and was prepared to-vote for the Senate's version of that 
bill, number 3788, prior to the veto by Governor BROWN. 


Mr. BROWN stated that approximately one year ago 
informed him that 










: BROWN stated that after considerable 
conversation with on this matter, BROWN 


decided to co-invest $30,000 of his own capital in the 
development of and , 
subsequently, contacted one of Newport 


Beach, California, whom BROWN new to have been previously 
involved in real estate developments in Southern California. 
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: Mc. BROWN stated that (—— 
[sid amd’ he, _ had several conversations and_on one 


Or more occasions[___—iJand[___—————sdJ met at ae 
[__]to plan certain aspects of the development. B 


stated that ery enthusiastic over the 
potential of the roject and planned to 
invest his own capital in the project. 


BROWN stated that_he subsequently discussed his 
d_ investment in the roject 







BROWN stated that after apprisingL sof =— pvc 
his plan to invest in this development venture with 


strongly suggested that he discontinue 
this business association on ee the relation- 


ship would clearly be in violation of the State Political 
Reform Act of 1974. BROWN stated he complied with 


suggestion and recently disassociated himself from the 
[|project and 


Mr. BROWN was then uest ioned as to his 
relationship with of the 


Mr. BROWN advised that he personally recalls 
having made available cashier's checks to as 
— which monies were contributions from either 
the Summa Corporation or Hughes Air. West, which is a 
subsidiary company of 5S BROWN stated that the 
contributions directed tol_—_| were, in his judgment, 
normal as Hughes Air West flies into the Orange County 
Airport on a daily scheduled basis. Mr. BROWN stated 
that he would estimate that he has given 

approximately $2,500 in political contributions 
since 1973, all of which were in the form of the afore- 
mentioned cashier's checks bearing his name. Mr. BROWN 
stated that[|_——“‘sCsC*dsaS N@Ve® requested any type of 


i 
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political payoff to continue his support of Hughes Air 
West's operations at_the Orange County Airport, nor 
has he ever offered ee aed to continue 
that support. 


Mr. BROWN was then told that the ensuing 
questions which were to be directed to him were a result 
of information which had been gathered from various 
sources, many of whom were prepared to testify to the 
truthfulness of their statements before a Federal Grand 
Jury or a Federal Court procedure. Mr. BROWN was further 
informed that, because of the seriousness of the 
allegations to which he had just been referred, he would 
be free to consult his attorney privately before rendering 
answers. 


Mr. BROWN was then asked whether he has ever 


offered monies or other financial renumeration in the form 


of stock shares to any elected officials on behalf of 
retained clients in order to secure those elected officials' 
votes on matters affecting his clients. : 


Mr. BROWN stated that he has never offered any 
monies or stock interests to any elected officials on | 
behalf of his retained clients. 2 
Mr. BROWN was then asked whether any elected or 
appointed officials-in the State of California, or elsewhere, 


‘had ever solicited or demanded monies from him and/or his 


clients for votes which wouid have favorably affected his 
retained clients. 


At that point Mr. BROWN requested that he be oe 


. permite to confer privately with his attorney, 


and Mr. BROWN conferred privately 


for approsimately 25 minutes and upon their return to the 
interview Soong eee the. following: 
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_——_— stated that, based upon his conversation 
with his client, he had offered certain instructions. Among 


those instructions which he suggested was the fact that 
Mr. BROWN refrain from answering any further questions at 
this time. [ si stated that he further recommended to 
Mr. BROWN that he secure the services of a criminal 
attorney to assist him in his further contacts with the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). [|__| stated 
that being a civil attorney he can no longer represent 
BROWN confidently as the issues left unanswered are of a 
criminal nature and, for that reason, desired to terminate 
the interview at this point. .- 


«4 


bé 
Mr. BROWN thereafter advised the interviewing ke 
Agents that he was prepared to answer the Last question 
which was directed to him, but agreed with 

in that he felt he should consult with a criminal attorney 
before completing the interview. 


1 reecineind anne that he and Mr. BROWN would 
immediately commence the process of seeking a competent 
criminal attorney and, after consulting with this individual, < 
would recontact the FBI in order to set up another meeting. 
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On July 12, 1977, SAs JOHN F. MULLIGAN, DON E.. 
TRAUGHTER, and NORBERT R. LINKER, Los Angeles Division 
repre i DONALD KENT BROWN 


in the orrtice 
of 


Sacramento. 


The Agents attending this meeting expected to conduct 
an interview with DONALD KENT BROWN. It became_obvious when 
the Agents arrived at the office of attorney L___] that he 
did not wish to have his client interviewed by the FBI, -and 


wanted to determine the specific allegations against 
his client. 


was advised the Agents could not furnish this 

information, and that the investigation was being held in |. 
abeyance in the hope of obtaining the cooperation of his ae 
client. also was interested in determining if his 
client might be offered_immunity for his testimony regarding 
political corruption. [—____] was told that no promises could 
be made regarding immunity, and it was felt that Assistant 

U. S. Attorney (AUSA) THOMAS T. COURIS had no intention of 
offering BROWN immunity. [ __]expressed_a desire to speak 
with AUSA COURIS, and the Agents advised[___| they would 

roceed directly to AUSA COURIS' office and he would contact 
| telephonically by 4:00 PM. 


On July 12, 1977, the Agents spoke with AUSA COURIS 
in his office, at which time COURIS advised he did not want to 
make any offer of immunity to BROWN at this time. COURIS then 
telephonically contacted attorney [_____] and told him that there 
would be no offer of immunity to BROWN at this time; however, 
the FBI was still desirous of speaking with BROWN, and the 
investigation in this matter would proceed. 
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Date of ae 


JEFFERSON PEYSER, attorney at law, 220 Bush | 
Street, San Francisco, California, was advised that the 
interviewing Agents wished to speak to him regarding 
political corruption in the state of California. PEYSER 
was furnished an advice of rights form at which time he 
read it and indicated he did not wish to sign this form. 
PEYSER stated he declined to sign the form because he 
did not want to agree that any statements he might make 
could be used against him in the future. PEYSER then 


advised that he would agree to speak with the interviewing 


Agents; however, he requested that his Secretary be 
present during the interview. . 


PEYSER related that he has been a lobbyist in 


the state of California since the 1950's and has continued 
his practice of law in San Francisco during those years also. 


He stated that he has represented the Wine Institute for 


over 20 years as a lobbyist in Sacramento, California, and 
‘he has: also represented the Independent Mortgage Brokers 
(IMB) who are also known as the Mortgage Brokers Institute 


(MBI) since the 1950's. PEYSER advised while he was 


representing the MBI, he had dealings with BENJAMIN ZIMMERMAN, 


who is a Mortgage Broker from Southern California. He 
also advised that a great deal of his work involving the 


MBI was handled by his associate, MAX R. KAHN. PEYSER “= — 


went on to advise that KAHN died in PevEuerys 1977. 


PEYSER was then asked what type of legislation 
he lobbied for which related to the MBI. He stated that 
he did not recall how many bills he introduced into the 


legislature for MBI; however, during the 1950's and 1960's 


he advised there were no more than three bills introduced 
which would allow higher fees payable to the Mortgage 


Brokers for their work. He stated that before a bill would 
be introduced, he would contact the Real Estate Commissioners 


Office to determine if that office would look favorably 


upon a piece of legislation involving the Mortgage Brokers. 


ff the MBI decided they wished to introduce the bill and 


the Real Estate Commissioners Office advised they would not 
attempt to have the bill killed, he would then go ahead and 
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introduce a bill through a friendly Assemblyman and chen 
take his chances in the legislature. 

PEYSER further advised that before a bill would 
be introduced in favor of MBI, he requested that MBI 
prepare data to indicate how much money it cost them and 
how much money each transaction would cost and, thereby, 
point out that there was very little profit involved on 
each transaction. PEYSER further advised that on two 
occasions, bills were introduced into the legislature 
even though the Real Estate Commissioners Office in the 
state of California had previously advised that they would 
not look favorably upon this’ legislation. He advised that 
he would introduce these bills at the urging of MBI 
even though he felt that without the Real Estate Commissioner's 
approval the bill would never be written into law. 


PEYSER's recollection of bills which he lobbied 
in favor of MBI was very vague; however, he did indicate 
he introduced a bill for them in 1973, which dealt with 
prepayment penalties. PEYSER indicated that he did not 
recall the specifics of the bill; however, he did recall 
that the bill was not passed. 


PEYSER was then asked if during the early 1970's 
he had ever offered a bribe to obtain votes in the State 
Legislature in favor of a bill which would influence MBI 
or a California Independent Mortgage Association. PEHYSER 
advised that he never made a bribe offer and had no recollection 
of any bribe offers ever being made to influence legislation 
regarding Mortgage Brokers. PEYSER also advised that he 
was not aware of any individual connected with MBI ever 
making a bribe offer or even feeling him out to determine 
if a particular Legislator would look favorably upon a 
bribe offer. PEYSER also advised that he was never solicited 
for ai:bribe by an elected official in the state of California. 
At this point, PEYSER began a discussion regarding his 
background and the fact that he has served as a lobbyist | 
for over 20 years and has received recognition from several 
elected officials in the state of California for being .an honest 
lobbyist. PEYSER also indicated his anger at members of zs 
the media and stated, "The media is responsible for the odor 
on people in public life." pois 
aN 
bY 
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At the conclusion of the interview, PEYSER 
indicated that his recollection regarding Mortgage 
Brokers Institute was very vague and that he terminated 


his relationship with MBI in 1973. 


He further advised 


that during the early 1970's, he traveled extensively 


throughout the United States and also in Europe. 


PEYSER 


indicated that he would furnish the Agents with the dates 
of his travel outside the state of California and at that 
time requested that his secretary make up such a list. 


PEYSER also mentioned that 


ee] was also an 


associate of his and handled much of his lobbying activity 


which related to the Wine Institute. 


PEYSER also 


wanted to know whether the Agents would recontact him 


regarding this investigation. 


The Agents advised that 


Ps the information received from him and other individuals 


Lae during this investigation would be turned over to the 
United States Attorney, at which time it would be 


determined whether or not a Grand Jury proceeding would 
be convened to continue this investigation. 
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1. a 8/4/77 
Date of transcription 
Dow 
Chemical, Sacramento, 
California, phone furnished the following ~ be 


information: ; BIC 


[sdJadvised that he was the individual in Dow 
responsible for the proposed construction of the new Petro 
Chemical Plant to be built in Contra Costa and Solano County. 
advised that he had employed lobbyists 
, who had done general lobbying work for Dow 
Chemical. advised that his company encountered a 
great deal of difficulty in securing state approval for 
construction of the Petro Chemical Plant. ol eaia he 
“spoke with , who is an attorney representing 
Dow Chemical in the bay area. [__]mentioned to him 
that Sohio Transportation Company had hired lobbyist DONALD 
KENT BROWN and BROWN seemed to be doing a good job for them. 

arranged to meet with BROWN and told BROWN he needed 
someone to open doors for him in the Governor's Office 
and obtain a decision from the State of California regarding 
the proposed plant within four months. BROWN said he would 
see what he could do and get back tol | with his 
decision. Two weeks later in late Auqust, 1977, BROWN 
told[ J he could get a decision from the state within ; 
four months and BROWN's friendship with 







State of 
California would be invaluable in bringing this matter to 
the attention of the Governor. BROWN requested and 
received a salary of $4,500 a ee for four months. 


[| further elaborated on aaa tionat problems 
encountered in dealing with the Governmental officials in 
Sacramento and advised finally on January 15, 1977, the 
Board of Directors of Dow Chemical voted to discontinue 
efforts to build a Petro Chemical Plant in California. 


When this decision was made, the services of 
D. K. BROWN were_no Longer needed and the business relation=- 
ship was ended. [_____s—|Jstated that in April, 1977 the State 
of California began what appeared to be a smear campaign 
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against Dow and at that time D. K. BROWN was rehired at 
92,000 a month to combat this smear campaign. 

advised that his company made no political contributions 
through Lobbyist D. K. BROWN. He said that BROWN is 

still retained by Dow and he plans to continue this bé6 
relationship until the end of the year. byC 


further that in Januar 
tated that 


, 1977, BROWN 
had decided 










called him and s 
quit his job as 
and go into private practice. BROWN wanted to 
meet with — which he did and[_ | brought with him 
a proposal to work for Dow on a retainer of $3,000 a month. 
proposed to continue his efforts at having State 
of California and Governor BROWN approve construction of 
the Dow Chemical Plant. [ |stated that since leaving 
his position with the state, he had continued to work 
toward that end even though he was not on retainer with 
Dow at the time. It was shortly after this meeting that 
Dow withdrew their plans to build a plant in California, 
however,[ | stated Dow Chemical paid $3,000 to[-__] for 
his assistance which he said he gave after leaving his 
position with the state. 


Ln ee if any honoraria were paid by 

Dow Chemica through lobbyist D. K. BROWN. mm 
that a $300.00 honorarium was paid to State Senator BILL 
CAMPBELL for a speech he made on March 15, 1977 to pro- 

- fessional -employees of Dow Chemical in Sacramento. 

He also said that another $300.00 honoraium was paid to State 
Senator BILL CAMPBELL for a speech he made in Sacramento 

on May 25, 1977 to the Walnut Creek Chamber of Commerce. 





also advised that he had noticed some 

professional jeolousy between lobbyist 
and D. K. BROWN. However, he felt it waS a problem | 
brought on by himself by not handling a lobbyist correctly 
and giving them specific sphere of influence to work on. 

also stated that BROWN had mentioned to him that he 
could be helpful to Dow Chemical in the states of Washington, 
Oregon, Arizona, and especially Nevada. BROWN stated that 
he could provide assistance in any anticipated contacts with 
the governors in these states. ta oaeen that Dow had 
no pressing business with these states and did not call on 
BROWN to assist Dow with business in these states. 
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The following investigation was conducted by 


- Special Agents JOHN F. MULLICAN and NORBERT R. LINKER on 


August 17, 1977: 
AT SIMI VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 


Investigation conducted at 4072 Township Avenue, 
revealed that NADINE HENLEY no longer resided at this 
address and the house was.for sale. Investigation at the 
U. S. Post Office, Simi Valley, revealed that forwarding 
address for HUDSON MARSHALL, husband of NADINE HENLEY, is 
Regency Towers, 15-D, 3111 Belair Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada. 
Also listed as a forwarding address for NADINE HENLEY was 
18060 Boris Drive, Encino, California. 


AT ENCINO, CALIFORNIA 

On August 17, 1977, investigation conducted at 
18060 Boris Drive reveals that the residents at this 
address were renting the house from NADINE HENLEY and they 


advised that HENLEY is currently residing in Las Vegas, 
Nevada. : 
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Date of transcription OP ZO) 7 


. JOHN P. SYKES, President, Ames Home Loan Company, 
4311 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, California, telephone 
number 937-2727, was advised by the interviewing Agents that 
an investigation is being conducted by the FBI regarding 
political corruption. SYKES was also advised that the Agents 
wished to speak with him regarding his association with the 
California Independent Mortgage Brokers Association (CIMBA). 


; SYKES advised that he is the Vice President ‘of 
CIMBA and is a charter member of CIMBA, which began in 1973. 
This organization grew out of an organization known as the 
Mortgage Brokers Institute (MBI:). SYKES advised that a 
schism developed among the members of the MBI in 1973, at 
which time he and several other mortgage brokers split with 
MBI to form CIMBA. He stated he had never been very active 
in MBI, however, he was a regular dues-paying member. 


After the formation of CIMBA, they hired Lobbyist 
JEFFERSON PEYSER, who represented them in Sacramento, for 
a short period of time. SYKES further advised that PEYSER 
was also the lobbyist for MBI and had been closely associated 
with BENJAMIN ZIMMERMAN, the former President of MBI. He 
said that ZIMMERMAN was getting up in years and he was not 
asked to join CIMBA as there was a personality conflict 
between ZIMMERMAN and members of CIMBA. SYKES further 
advised that PEYSER was in his 70's and CIMBA retained a 
younger lobbyist by the name of D. K. BROWN, at which time 
the services of PEYSER were discontinued. 


SYKES stated that D. K. BROWN has been representing 
CIMBA since 1974 and he was responsible for finding Assemblyman 
PAPAN, who in 1976, authored Assembly Bill 2159, which was 
passed, granting additional fees and higher allowable interest 
rates for mortgage brokers. He also said that he doesn't think 
anyone would offer bribes to elected officials on behalf of 
CIMBA, especially a lobbyist, because CIMBA would not authorize 
its lobbyists to make an offer of a bribe. SYKES stated that 
CIMBA is very conscientious in complying with provisions of 
Proposition 9, also known as the Political Reform Act of 1974. 
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SYKES stated that CIMBA has retained Attorney CHIP NIELSEN 
for the purpose of reviewing contribution statements which 
are sent to the California Secretary of State's Office and 
the Fair Political Practices Commission in compliance with 
Proposition 9. 


SYKES further advised that most of the contributions 
made by CIMBA are in reply to invitations to fund-raising affairs. 
SYKES said he has. no knowledge.of any Legislator ever suggesting 
a contribution be made or else he would not vote favorably for 
Bills sponsored by CIMBA. SYKES added that one Legislator could 
not hurt CIMBA, and therefore, would not have the power to extort 
funds from CIMBA. | 


SYKES recalled that BENJAMIN ZIMMERMAN, the former 
President of MBI, was always attempting to raise funds for 
political contributions. ZIMMERMAN was not always successful, 
however, he needed these funds to cover the expenses of their 
lobbyist, JEFFERSON PEYSER, and also to make the political 
contributions recommended by PEYSER. SYKES added that PEYSER 
was very familiar with the older members of the Legislature, - 
‘which included people like former State Senator RANDY COLLIER. 

SYKES reiterated that this was one of the reasons why CIMBA - 
décided to retain- Lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN. 


At this time, SYKES was advised of his rights, at 
‘which. time he read and signed an "Advice of Rights" form. 
SYKES was then asked if he ever authorized anyone to make a 


--- bribe offer to an elected official on behalf of CIMBA. SYKES 


replied in the negative. SYKES also advised he did not know’ 
of any bribe offer being made by either JEFFERSON PEYSER or 
DONALD KENT BROWN. He also stated that he never heard of an 
elected official ever soliciting monies in a subtle form of 
extortion: from any members of CIMBA. SYKES further advised 
that D. K. BROWN never indicated to him that he ever offered 
any monies to elected officials. 


SYKES was asked if he knew why five, $1,000 checks 
were drawn on the CIMBA account, payable to friends of LOU PAPAN 
in October, 1976. SYKES replied he did not know why these checks 
were drawn in that manner. SYKES was also asked if any individuals 
legislator ever introduced a Bill which would endanger the 
mortgage brokerage industry and if this legislator would then 
solicit funds to drop such a Bill. SYKES replied that no legis- 
lator ever solicited funds to drop a Bill, however, several Bills 
have been introduced that opposed the position taken by CIMBA. 
He stated that the legislators who introduced such Bills are 
dedicated and professional law makers. 
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At the conclusion of the interview, SYKES was Mered 
how much financial gain would be realized by” the industry 
through the passage of Assembly Bill 2159 in 1976. He stated 
that this Bill would increase a profit on every loan made 
by mortgage brokers at least by $35. SYKES advised that 
Union Mortgage Company is the largest mortgage brokerage firm 
in California and his company, Ames Home Loan Company, is 
the neers largest firm in California. 


Ps Ronald Reagan-4445 . 


¢ « 
© a * ~~ e 
< 


- a 


1 ot Teme, ea 


~ 


FD-302 (REV. 3-8-77) ; " 
“ ‘ é ; a ’ 


. 
= s ~ — . . Se mt ER ek 7 
wee wee ce eee tS ted, oe aN rene ey mee & ‘ * * fone 7 





FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. 
- he — 


eo 


Date of transcription Se IT Pa 


& 


oe JOSEPH A. SEEDMAN, President Union Mortgage 
Company, 2641 West Olympic Boulevard, Los Angeles, 386- 
7383, was advised that the interviewing agents were 
conducting an investigation of political corruption, 

which involves the offering of bribes to elected officials 
in the State of California. SEEDMAN was then asked to 
explain his association with the organization known as 

the California Independent Mortgage Brokers Association 
(CIMBA). 


SEEDMAN advised that he and six other mortgage 
brokers formed CIMBA in late 1973 because they felt a 
need for active representatives in the State Capitol. 
SEEDMAN stated that he and the other six individuals had 
belonged to the organization known as the Mortgage Brokers 
Institute (MBI). He stated that MBI was a social organi- 
zation and at times became involved in activities in the 
State Capitol. He stated that MBI would react to adverse 
legislation, however, they did not attempt to initiate 
action at the State level. SEEDMAN advised that MBI had 
employed a lobbyist by the name of JEFFERSON PEYSER and 
PEYSER also represented CIMBA in its early stages. 


SEEDMAN added that the mortgage brokers wanted 
to improve their image throughout the State and felt a 
need to retain an active lobbyist in Sacramento who would 
work year round in their interest. He stated that JEFFERSON 
PEYSER worked for CIMBA in late 1973 and it was felt that 
PEYSER was too old to handle the work that CIMBA wanted at 
the time. He stated that Lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN was 
hired because he was a younger man and had a good reputation 
as an aggressive lobbyist. 


At this time during the interview, SEEDMAN was 
furnished an "Interrogation; Advice of Rights" form, which 
he read and stated he understood his rights. He was then 
told that the FBI has received allegations that bribe offers 
have been made in an effort to influence legislation relative 
to the MBI. SEEDMAN advised that he was not aware of any 
bribes being offered to elected officials and knew of no 
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bribe offers being made by any lobbyist or advocates of 

CIMBA. He also advised that no monies were ever offered 
by JEFFERSON PEYSER or DONALD KENT BROWN in the form of 

bribes to influence legislation for CIMBA or MBI. 


SEEDMAN then explained that all political con- : 
tributions made by CIMBA are made by check and records 
are maintained in his office by his secretary, JENNY 
WILLIAMS. He stated that the average contribution made - 
by CIMBA is between $50 and $200 and he would consider 
$1,000 a substantial contribution. He further stated he 
never made any cash available to lobbyists JEFFERSON PEYSER 
or DONALD KENT BROWN. ; 


SEEDMAN further advised that to his knowledge — 
neither he nor any members of CIMBA have been approached 
personally for contributions by legislators except through 
invitations to luncheons and other fund raising gatherings. 
He also stated neither he nor any member of CIMBA has been 
approached by legislators who introduced bills unfavorable 
to the industry with the understanding that the bills would 
not be introduced if a contribution or bribe was paid. He 
stated that whenever CIMBA supported legislation, they were 
always prepared to present factual arguments in favor of the 
bills they supported. SEEDMAN stated in 1976 assembly bill 
number 2159 authoried by Assemblyman LOU PAPAN was proposed, 
which increased the allowable interest rate on a second 
mortgage loan. He stated that these rates had not been in- 
creased for several years and an increase was necessary to 
keep pace with inflation. He stated that most bills involv- 
ing mortgage brokers would be handled by the Financing and 
insurance Committee of the Assembly and Senate. SEEDMAN 
scvated that he has no personal relationship with members of 
these committees nor with any memebers of the California 
State Legislature. 


SEEDMAN went on to explain that Assemblyman LOU 
PAPAN was an insurance man and was involved in real estate 
before going to the Assembly. He stated because of PAPAN's 
background, PAPAN understood the proposals involved in the 
business community and he agreed to sponsor this legislation 
for CIMBA. SEEDMAN stated PAPAN was able to argue in favor 
of the bill because of his background and he was responsible 
for seeing the bill through the Assembly and the Senate. 
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SEEDMAN then began discussing BENJAMIN ZIMMERMAN . 
who was a former president of MBI. He stated that ZIMMER- 
MAN is an ethical man, however, he comes from the old 
school. SEEDMAN explained that a member of the old school 
would be defined as a person who would say "If you drop - 
somthing on the floor, you'd better pick it up and also 
the tile underneath". He stated that ZIMMERMAN runs a 
very tight ship in his business operation and he might 
have knowledge of the activities of lobbyists who worked 
for MBI, especially before the formation of CIMBA. 


SEEDMAN was then asked if he had ever heard of 
the sum of $100,000 being offered by a representative of 
CIMBA to an elected official for favorable action on a 
piece of legislation involving mortgage brokers. SEEDMAN 
stated he’ has never heard of any offer of monies, especi- 
ally $100,000. He stated that it is difficult to get 
members of CIMBA to raise their dues to make the legiti- 
mate contributions that they’make at this time, and he 
doubted that anyone would take it on themselves to offer 
$100,000 to an elected ot ecrens 


SEEDMAN was ne furnished a copy of a 1973 Senate 
Bill Number 304 and 310, sponsored by Senator WHETMORE. 
He stated that these bills involved regulations in the 
Mortgage Brokers Industry and he and CIMBA would favor . 
these bills because there have been no regulations regard- 
ing mortgage brokers passed into law since 1955. SEEDMAN 
stated he thoughtthese regulations were necessary and would 


contribute to the uniformity and PESUCseLonay es of mortgage 
brokers. 


SEEDMAN was then furnished a copy of Senate 
Bill number 1339 authored by Senator BEILENSON in 1972. 
He stated he was unfamiliar with this bill. 


SEEDMAN stated that most contributions made 
by CIMBA are made after the receipt of a letter from an 
elected official requesting them to purchase tickets to 
a fund raising gathering. He offered that CIMBA had a 
check returned once and it was returned by JERRY BROWN 
when he was running for Governor. SEEDMAN added that when 
he was represented by Judge GARIBALDI and by CHIP NELSON, 
JR. He stated that NEILSON. is primarily involved with 
the preparation of contributors reporting to the California 
Secretary of State's Office. SEEDMAN concluded by adding | 
that the interviewing agents could speak with his secretary, ° 
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GENEVIEVE (JENNY) WILLIAMS, Secretary to J. A.. 
SEEDMAN, President, Union Mortgage Company, 2641 West Olympic 
- Boulevard, Los Angeles, telephone 386-7383, furnished the 
following information: | 


WILLIAMS advised she has been employed by Mr. SEEDMAN 
for 10 1/2 years and in her capacity as Mr. SEEDMAN's 
secretary, she also has responsibility for handling the books 
and paperwork for the California Independent Mortgage Brokers 
Association (CIMBA). WILLIAMS stated that her work with 
CIMBA involves sending dues reminders to the 58 members and 
paying monthly bills which include attorney fees, fees to 
Lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN, and expenses incurred by D. K. 
BROWN. 


WILLIAMS further advised that she handles all 
checks drawn on the CIMBA account, which is under the name 
California Real Property Loan Brokers Association, account 
number 659005352, at Crocker National Bank, 1625 West 
Olympic Boulevard, Los Angeles. WILLIAMS said that CIMBA 

. receives .several invitations to. fund raising parties and 
dinners and these invitations are passed on to Mr. SEEDMAN. 
She believes that Mr. SEEDMAN would then decide whether or 
not to send a contribution in reply to this invitation or 
possibly he would discuss the possible contribution with 
other members of CIMBA. She further advised that when Mr. 
SEEDMAN approves a contribution he authorizes her to write 

. a check and prepare an envelope addressed to the appropriate 
campaign fund and/or elected official. After preparing the 
check and envelope, it is then forwarded to GARY JUDAS, 
President of Capitol Home Loans, who would then co-sign the 
‘check and mail a contribution. 


WILLIAMS further advised that she does not have 
specific knowledge regarding how it is decided to make 
campaign contributions. She was asked why in October, 1976, 
five $1,000 checks were made to the Friends of LOU PAPAN. 

She stated that these five checks were drawn in lieu of one 
$5,000 contribution check because the checking account did 
not have sufficient balance to cover one $5,000 contribution. 
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She further advised that all five of these checks were 
subsequently voided and two checks were drawn on November 

5, 1976, payable to Friends of LOU PAPAN in the amounts of 
93,000 and $2,000-. -WILLIAMS stated this contribution would 
be considered large compared with other contributions made 

by CIMBA, which range from $50 to’$350 generally. She’stated 
that she does not know how it was decided to make such a 
large contribution to Assemblyman PAPAN, however, she said 
they were handled in accordance with previous contributions 
and the checks were..co-signed by Mr. JUDAS. 


WILLIAMS was asked if contribution checks were 
ever’ forwarded to the office of DONALD KENT BROWN. She 
replied that all contribution checks that she prepares are 
prepared with an envelope addressed ‘to the campaign committee 
and/or the specified elected official. WILLIAMS also stated 
“that to her knowledge no contribution checks were ever 
handcarried to Sacramento by any member of CIMBA. WILLIAMS 
was.also asked if she knew Lobbyist JEFFERSON PEYSER, to which 
she replied in the negative. 


At the conclusion of the interview WILLIAMS stated 
that she does not recall Lobbyist D. K. BROWN ever making 
recommendations for contributions to elected officials and 
she would state that the $5,000 contribution to Assemblyman 
PAPAN is the largest single contribution she could recall 
ever being made by CIMBA. : 
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.BENJAMIN J. ZIMMERMAN, President, Mortgage Mart, 
Ine., 9911 West Pico Boulevard, Suite 15, Los Angeles, 
California, telephone 553-4857, was advised that the inter- 
‘viewing agents wished to speak to him regarding political 
corruption at the state level. ZIMMERMAN was also advised 
that the’ interviewing agents wanted to obtain information 
regarding his activities with reference to the Mortgage 
Brokers Institute (MBI) and other activities relating to the 
mortgage brokerage industry. 


ZIMMERMAN stated MBI was organized in 1951 as a 
social organization made up of individuals involved in the 
trade. He stated in the early years, MBI had very little 
to do with trying to influence legislation relating to 
mortgage brokers. In 1955, ZIMMERMAN stated there had been 
an expose'regarding the mortgage brokerage industry, and this 
spurred legislators in Sacramento to introduce legislation 
relating to mortgage brokers. ZIMMERMAN worked with Mr. \ 
‘CONSER of the California Real Estate Association in attempting 
to see that any legislation passed.would be favorable to the 
Real Estate Association and also MBI.. ZIMMERMAN advised MBI 
retained JEFFERSON PEYSER as their registered lobbyist from . 
1954 through 1973. He also said that if the agents desired 

. detailed information regarding the activities of MBI, they 
should contact CLIVE HUFFMAN of Clive Huffman Associates, 8383 
Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 520, Beverly Hills, California. 
HUFFMAN was the executive secretary for MBI for several years. 


ZIMMERMAN said MBI is still in existence at this time 
and his son, STANLEY ZIMMERMAN, is an officer in the organi- 
gation. He added, however, that MBI no longer retains a 
lobbyist. 


ZIMMERMAN further advised MBI was made up of about 
20 members prior to the formation of the California Independent 
Mortgage Brokers Association (CIMBA) in 1973. He stated 
CIMBA retained lobbyist JEFFERSON PEYSER for a short period 
of time in’ 1973 and then retained.another lobbyist in 1974. 
ZIMMERMAN advised he was not familiar with lobbyist DONALD 
KENT BROWN who is presently the retained lobbyist for CIMBA. 
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At this time in the interview, ZIMMERMAN was advised 
‘that the agents would like to ask him specific questions 
regarding the offering of bribes to elected officials in the 
State of California. ZIMMERMAN was furnished an Advice of 
Rights form which he read and stated, "You're getting serious 
now." ZIMMERMAN refused to sign the Advice of Rights form; 
however, he indicated he understood his rights and did not 
wish to terminate the interview. } 


ZIMMERMAN was then asked if he was aware of any 
monies being offered to elected officials by JEFFERSON PEYSER 
in behalf of MBI, to which ZIMMERMAN replied in the negative. 
ZIMMERMAN then began to talk about PEYSER's friends in state 
_ government. He stated PEYSER had known former Governor PAT 
BROWN when BROWN was Secretary of State, and PEYSER was 
also very close to’ JESSIE UNRUH during the time UNRUH was 
Speaker of the California Assembly. He said PEYSER had a 
good reputation as a lobbyist and PAT BROWN once told him 
“that PEYSER was able to get things done and could work well 
under pressure. 


ZIMMERMAN also advised he was not aware of any 
solicitation made by elected officials for money from PEYSER 
or from any members of MBI. He stated PEYSER did recommend 
to MBI to whom political contributions should be made in the 
State Legislature. ZIMMERMAN indicated PEYSER made these 
recommendations during the early years of their association 
when he and other members of MBI were not aware of the legis- 
lators who would look favorably on the mortgage brokerage 
industry. 


ZIMMERMAN further advised PEYSER told him that the 
best way to influence legislation in Sacramento was to have 
facts supporting your arguments, and PEYSER even requested 
that outside consultants be hired to make studies for the 
mortgage brokers. He stated these studies would then be 
used as objective evidence to support the arguments made by 
the mortgage brokers. PEYSER never indicated to ZIMMERMAN 
that any legislator in Sacramento could be bought. ZIMMERMAN 
’ stated PEYSER was a very effective lobbyist for MBI because 
PEYSER had many comtacts in Sacramento and was well-known to 
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several of the legislators. He added PEYSER also had an 
associate by the name of MAX KAHN who handled the adminis- 
trative matters of the office, and to his knowledge, KAHN 
did not actively participate in the lobbying efforts of 
PEYSER. 

7IMMERMAN was then furnished copies of 1973 Senate 
Bills (SB) 304 and 310 which were introduced by State Senator 
WHETMORE. ZIMMERMAN indicated he would rather these bills 
had never been enacted into law bécause they set regulations 
on interest rates and also on the ceiling for unregulated 
loans. ZIMMERMAN said he was not aware of any lobbying done 
in connection with this legislation. ZIMMERMAN also advised 
he was not familiar with WHETMORE. At this point, Z LMMERMAN 
pointed out that in 1976, Assembly Bill (AB) 2159 authored by’ 
Assemblyman LOU PAPAN was the first piece of legislation 
passed which increased interest rates for. mortgage brokers 
since 1955. He added he was not involved in lobbying for 
AB 2159 because MBI no longer had a lobbyist and CIMBA had 
a lobbyist in Sacramento who was fighting for this bill. 


ZIMMERMAN was then asked what type of work was 
being done by PEYSER during the period that he represented 
MBI.’ ZIMMERMAN: stated PEYSER would contact members of the | 
Legislature to, determine if a bill favorable to the mortgage 


brokers would be passed if it were introduced.- He added 
’ PEYSER would first check with the Real Estate Commissioner 


because any legislation involving the mortgage brokers would 
first have to have approval of the State Real Estate Com- 
missioner. ZIMMERMAN was then asked if the Real Estate 
Commissioner ever approved of the introduction of legislation 
favorable to the mortgage brokers. He stated in the early 
1970s, PEYSER had received indication that a bill might be~-- 
passed favorable to the mortgage brokers. ZIMMERMAN stated 
he. believes a bill was introduced at that time; however, it 
did not pass through the Assembly. ZIMMERMAN did not recall 
the date this bill was introduced nor the individual who .. - | 
authored this bill. oo ota 


. 


“a 


77. Ronald Reagan-4453 


- = 
. 
- 


# 


_s* = — 


FD-302 (REV. 11-27-70} { ¢ 
b + * 


Zt 
* 


- hea 
aK ase mw eat 





FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION - 2 <7" ~ 


~ 

J ie 

= >» 
pr 


“Nn 
~“ 


GARY W. GRANT, Executive Director, California. 
Housing Council, Inc. (CHC), 1777 Borel Place, San Mateo, 
California, was interviewed at the FBI Office in San Francisco, . 
California. GRANT was advised that the Agents wished to 
speak to him regarding political corruption, at which time 
GRANT was advised of his rights and he read and signed an 
Advice of Rights form. 


| a: 
a : Date of transcription 9/14/77 
. | 
} 
1 
| 
{ 
| 


GRANT advised that the CHC was formed in late 1975 | 
through a coalition of apartment owners from Southern and 
Northern California. He stated that’ HOWARD RUBY was an 

organizer of apartment owners and rental property owners in 
Southern California, and GERSON BAKER, BERT AVERY, PRESTON 
BUTCHER (phonetic), and BOB MC NEIL, were also active in 
forming the CHC. He said CHC was formed in response to rent 
control initiatives in Palo Alto and Berkeley, California. 


GRANT advised that he began employment with 

CHC in April, 1976, at the same time as TED DIENSTFREY. 

GRANT advised that JOE CERRELL, who is a public relations man 

in Southern California, and DONALD BROWN, who is a lobbyist 

in Sacramento, were hired by CHC in late 1975. GRANT believed 

that BOB MC NEIL of Pacific Plan may have been instrumental 
_in the hiring of DONALD BROWN. GRANT explained that BROWN 

represents the California Independent Mortgage Brokers and 

MC NEIL is also a member of that organization. GRANT added 
--that CERRELL had acted as-an administrator for CHC in the 

early stages, however, he was: told that CERRELL was not 

capable of handling the CHC affairs. CERRELL's function at 

the time GRANT was hired was to obtain support from the 

media, especially the newspapers, throughout the state and 

from organized labor for passage of the Rent Control Pre- 

emption Bill in the California Legilature. GRANT further 

advised that he was employed by Joseph Samson, Inc., who is 

a member of CHC, and SAMSON recommended him for the position 

of Executive Director of CHC. 


: GRANT further advised that-at the time he began 
working with CHC, Assembly Bill (AB) 3788 was introduced : 
in the Legislature by Assemblyman BILL CAMPBELL and this 
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bill was a Rent Control Pre-emption Bill. GRANT stated that 
Assemblyman CAMPBELL and DONALD BROWN are associated with 
each other, however,: he does not know the extent of the 
relationship. GRANT advised that CHC was attempting to 
obtain a coalition in favor of the Rent Control Pre-emption 
Bill and they were trying to obtain support from the NAACP, 

> Sierra Club, and other environmentalist groups. GRANT 

Stated he was very much involved in these activities by seeing 
that monies were collected from members to back AB 3788 and 
was working with JOE CERRELL to supply witnesses for the 
hearings held in Sacramento regarding AB 3788. GRANT further 
advised that CHC did endorse other bills. For example, 

CHC endorsed a bill calling for subsidy for elderly renters, 
however, he stated AB 3788 was their most important bill in 
the Legislature. - : 


' GRANT was then asked to explain the process CHC 
used in making political contributions. He advised that his 
office would. receive notices in. the mail announcing a fund 
raiser or a birthday party was to be held in honor of a 
specific legislator. He would then contact JOE CERRELL and 
DONALD BROWN and obtain their opinion of the legislator and 
come to a conclusion as to whether a contribution would be 
in order. He would then recommend that these contributions 
_be made to the Legislative Committee of the CHC which met” 
after the General. Board meeting of CHC. GRANT did not recall 
specifically the names of all the members of the Legislative 
Committee, however, he did state that BOB MC NEIL and LARRY 
KATES were consulted regarding contributions and they were 
members of the Legislative Committee. After their approval, 
GRANT would then request his administrative assistant, 
MARGARET HASSET, to write out the contribution check which 
would then be signed by GRANT and one of the members of CHC 
in the northern peninsula area. He stated that most often 
the second signature on the check would be BOB MC NEIL, PRESTON 
BUTCHER, JOSEPH SAMSON, BERT AVERY, or GERSON BAKER. MARGARET 
HASSET would then give the checks to TED DIENSTFREY or send 
‘them to JOE CERRELL for delivery. He stated that the checks 
would be hand delivered by CERRELL or DIENSTFREY as this was’ 
the method agreed on for delivering the checks. 


GRANT advised that this account used for political , 
contributions is entitled CHC Political Action Committee, 
and the account is at the Bank of America, Market Street 
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Branch, San Francisco, California. CHC also maintains a 
second account at the Bank of America which is a general 
account not used for political purposes. GRANT stated 

that funds for the Political Action. Committee account are 
raised through dues collected from members of CHC. He stated 
that one-third of dues collected went to the Political Action 


“Committee account and the other two-thirds would go in the 


general account. Each member of CHC is assessed $2.50 for 
each rental unit owned and the accounts are separate because 
the general account is tax deductible and the monies 
contributed to the Political Action Committee account is 

not tax deductible. 


GRANT further advised that attorney CHIP NIELSEN 
is retained by CHC and NIELSEN insures that CHC conforms 
with the regulations regarding campaign contributions as 
set out in the Political Reform Act of .1974. GRANT advised 
that to his knowledge no campaign contribution from CHC 
was ever forwarded to. the office of DONALD. KENT BROWN for 
delivery. He stated he did not know of any gifts or trans- 
portation supplied to Assemblyman PETER CHACON , Chairman of 
the Assembly Community Development and Housing Committee. He 
also advised that he is not aware of any business relationship 
between any member of the California Legislature and any 
member of CHC.. He stated that he does not know of any 
transportation supplied by BROWN to any member of the Legislature. 


GRANT added that after AB 3788 was vetoed by the 
government, it was decided by CHC that JOE CERRELL had been 
ineffective in obtaining the support of organized labor and 
therefore his services were terminated. CERRELL had also been 
mistaken in reporting that an editorial would be forthcoming 
in favor of CHC position on rent control when in fact the 
editorial came out opposed to AB 3788. He stated that in the. 
early stages of CHC, members of CHC would attend fund raising 
dinners on the recommendation of JOE CERRELL and DONALD BROWN, 
however, this is not done on a regular basis anymore. 

GRANT advised that after invitations were received to fund 
raisers, usually a staff member of the Legislature’ would 
contact CHC to determine if they intended to contribute and 
if theyintended to attend. He stated, however, that he is 
not aware of any solicitations of funds from Legislators 
which could be construed as bribes or offers to sell votes. 
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_ GRANT added that DON BURNS, former California Secretary of 
Business and Transportation, had supported AB 3788 in the 
Executive Branch, however, BURNS never received any funds: _ 
From CHC’ either before or after his termination as Secretary 
of Business and Transportation. . os ; 

= % At the conclusion of the interview GRANT advised 

that AB 933, authored by Assemblyman LOU PAPAN, was . 

-dntroduced in the 1977 session of the Legislature, however, 
no effort is being:made to have the bill passed because they 
do not wish to risk another veto. GRANT advised that PAPAN. 
came forward and offered to introduce the Rent Control 
Pre-emption Bill for CHC and it was felt that PAPAN would be 
a good sponsor for the bill. PAPAN is known to have support 
of labor. in. the bay. area and he is also closely associated | 
with Assembly Speaker LEO MC CARTHY. 
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TED DIENSTFREY, Director, Research and Planning, 
California Housing Counsel, Inc., (CHC), 1777 Borel Place, 
san Mateo, California, was interviewed at the FBI Office 
in San Francisco. DIENSTFREY was advised of his rights, 
at which time he read and signed an "Interrogation; Advice 
of Rights" form. 


: DIENSTFREY stated he began working with CHC in 
April, 1976. He advised that the CHC began in the Fall 
of 1975 as an organization of rental property owners who 
were united to protect their interests. He stated that 
the problem CHC has fought since its inception has been 
the problem of rént ‘control. DIENSTFREY advised that CHC 
is.a statewide organization and they hired a public rela- 
tions man by the name of JOE CERRELL for the purpose of 
uniting organized labor and the media behind the rent control 
issue, in favor of CHC opposition to it. DIENSTFREY also 
advised that CHC employs lobbyist -DONALD KENT BROWN to . 
handle their lobbying in the State Capitol. He added he- 
was not a personal friend of either CERRELL or BROWN, and 
both men were hired before he became associated with CHC. 


DIENSTFREY further advised that GARY W. GRANT - 
is the Executive Director of CHC and he also began his - 
employment with CHC in April, 1976. GRANT, who is an 
attorney, had been working for JOE SAMSON, who is a member 
of CHC. DIENSTFREY also advised that CHIP NEILSEN is 
retained by CHC for the purpose of complying with the 
regulations of the California Political Reform Act of 1974. 


DIENSTFREY then explained that in April, 1976, 
CHC was working on passing a rent control pre-emption 
bill, Assembly Bill Number 3788, authored by Assemblyman | 
CAMPBELL. After joining California Housing, DIENSTFREY | 
was asked to rewrite the bill in order to include all ! 
those points that CHC thought were important. The bill . 
was rewritten and assigned to the Assembly Housing and | 
Community Development Committee chaired by Assemblyman ---. 
PETER R. CHACON. It was passed out of the committee and - 
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was approved by the Assembly. It then went to the Senate 
Judiciary Committee, which is chaired by Senator ALFRED 

H. SONG. DIENSTFREY was keeping abreast of the situation 
at the Capitol regarding the bill when he learned that the 
Committee vote on Assembly Bill 3788 was scheduled for 
consideration when the Republican convention was scheduled. 
He thought this to be poor timing because the Republicans 
on the Committee were in favor of the bill, however, they 
would be absent during the vote. He explained his concern 
to DONALD KENT BROWN and BROWN arranged the vote to be 
moved up one week. DIENSTFREY stated that the press gave 
them trouble about changing the date of the vote.and said. 
it was changed to keep the opponents of the bill from 
speaking against the bill. Nevertheless, the bill was 
voted out of the Committee and approved by the Senate and- 
was forwarded to the Governor's Office for .approval. 


“ 


DIENSTFREY further advised that the bill received 
serious consideration from the Governor's Office, however, 
several incidents occured which did not improve the atmosphere. 


'- for, the rent control pre-emption bill. _He stated that the’ 


newspaper reported how much money was spent by CHC on poli- 
tical contributions to influence the bill_and the bill also 


. -.xeceived.opposition -from JACK HENNING, a.leader of the AFLCIO . 


in California, who carries a great deal of weight. HENNING 
supossedly spoke to the Governor requesting the bill be vetoed. 


DIENSTFREY further advised that JOE CERRELL was 
supposed to get organized labor to back the bill and as it 
turned out, JACK HENNING was one of the people most 
responsible for having the bill vetoed. For this reason, 
CERRELL was terminated by the CHC after losing the fight 
for passage of Assembly Bill 3788. 


DIENSTFREY then advised that many political con- 
tributions were made during the campaign to pass Assembly 
Bill 3788. He stated that these contributions were made 
in response to solicitations for contributions that a 
fund raiser or a birthday party would be held for specific 
assemblymen and senators. DIENSTFREY stated that the 
decision to make contributions in response to these solicit-—- ‘ 
ations received in'the mail was made by a committee in the 
CHC. After a contribution is approved, a check would be drawn 
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on the CHC Political Action Committee account payable 

to the fund raiser of the individual candidate. These 
checks were written by MARGARET HASSET, who works with 
GARY GRANT. The check would then be signed by GARY 
GRANT and one other director of CHC in the Bay Area. 
After the checks were signed, they would be given to 
GARY GRANT, JOE CERRELL, or himself for distribution 

to the individuals named on the checks. DIENSTFREY 
added that to his knowledge these checks were never 
forwarded to DONALD KENT BROWN for delivery. DIENSTFREY 
also indicated that he was not aware of any gifts being 
Supplied to Assemblyman PETER CHACON by DONALD BROWN or 
any other person associated with CHC. He also advised 
that he was not aware of any business association between 
DONALD BROWN and CHC or between any member of the CHC 
and DONALD BROWN. He also indicated he was not aware 

of any business connections between any assemblymen or 
senators and any member of CHC. He also advised he was 
not aware of any free transportation being supplied by 
lobbyist DONALD: BROWN to any elected official. 


DIENSTFREY also advised that DONALD BROWN did 
arrange for he and GERSON BAKAR to meet with DON BURNS, 
the California Secretary of Business and Transportation. 
DIENSTFREY also advised that he and. GERSON BAKAR talked 
with TONY KLINE and BILL PRESS, both of the Governor's 
Office, however, to his knowledge, -BROWN- did not arrange 
the meeting with KLINE or PRESS. 


DIENSTFREY further advised that the CHC Political 
Action Committee account is maintained in the Bank of 
America, however, he was not sure of the branch. He 
stated that in most instances the second signature on 
checks written on that account would be one of the 
directors of CHC in the northern peninsula area. They 
are PRESTON BUTCHER, BURT AVERY, and JOE SAMSON. 


DIENSTFREY was then asked if CHC would try 
again to pass a rent control pre-emption bill in 1977. 
He stated that Assemblyman PAPAN introduced Assembly 
Bill 933, which is a rent control pre-emption bill, 
however, the bill was never even given a hearing as 
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they felt it would be a useless fight to pass the bill 
out of the Legislature and then for the Governor to 
veto it once again. He stated they are fighting the 
rent control issue on the local level and they will 
continue to work to gain the support of organized labor, 
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voluntarily 
appeared at the FBI Office, Sacramento, California, 
and furnished the following information: 


f 









currently resides at 
California, telephone number 

has been employed from bE 
by Advocation, Inc.,  _ b7C 
and DONALD KENT BROWN. advised that during 
her time of employment with BROWN 





each time. 


advised that| | 
o* andiled| ——*Y| for BROWN as well as acting 
as/| | and handling 
stated that 

















It was questions like this 


that] sd} feels | 


~~ * = 
= * = =~ 


[| further advised that she supposed _ 
there was some e of deal being made which involved 
BROWN, » a member of the Board of 
Supervisors from Orange County, Hughes Air West and 
Summa Corporation. Po eae that Summa Corporation 
was going to make a contribution to[__—si| because 
eer ee to go along with a decision in favor of 
Hughes Air West. [ did not know the details of 
the decision as supposed to go along with, 
however, she thought it involved the purchase of 
helicopters. [] stated that there are three 
people in Summa Corporation with whom BROWN has contact 
and they are JIM LA SAGE, NADINE HENLEY and JIM WADSWORTH. 
meen oor that BROWN is reluctant to meet with 
people from Summa Corporation in Sacramento, and prefers 
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to meet with them either. in Los.Angeles or Las Vegas. 
She added that BROWN spends a lot of time in Orange 
County. 


explained that 90 percent of the 


_ clients that D. K. BROWN represents as a lobbyist 

. seem to come to him through eee 
[din the Los Angeles area. She 

stated that D.:-K. BROWN got. the Sohio and the 

California H6using Council accounts through 

and BROWN would pay L____Janywhere from_81,000 to 

$5,000 for getting him large accounts. 

stated that the California Housing Council last year 

was pushing Assembly Bill 3788, which was introduced 

by Assemblyman CAMPBELL. This Bill had to da with bé 

rent control by the State of California and the b7C 

Housing Council wanted it passed. It did not pass 

in the 1976 Session and was reintroduced in the 1977 

Session by Assemblyman PAPAN. [.__| stated that 

in connection with this Bill, the California Housing 

Council would make several contributions to Assemblymen 

and these contributions were sent by check to BROWN's 

office and then BROWN would hand deliver the individual 

checks to the Assemblyman that was supposed to receive 

them. [[_]stated that this practice is in violation 

with the law set dut in Proposition 9 because a lobbyist 

is not supposed to directly furnish funds to any member 

of the Legislature. [__—_—siJ advised that D. K. prefers 

to hand deliver monies to members of the Legislature 

because he likes to say "I got this for you.” 


further advised that BROWN has a 
is a 
and has a 
reputation for having good rapport with the secretaries 
at the Capitol. He uses this friendship with the 
secretaries incorder to obtain appointments with 
members of the Legislature. [___|stated that 

, from time to time, would arrange for a 
client to have a date with a secretary or a female 
employee at the Capitol, but_she_ stated this does not 
happen on a regular basis. told on 
one occasion that he was told by 






- 88 Ronald Reagan-4464 — 


4 


| 
. 
4 
+ 
> 
* 








—— <a ~ 
K 
< 
. *x < mos 
= 5 * 
* . s 
ae + ‘ ay 
mf x » ? ¥ 
Pao My ‘ 
vf } ae oe 
. + * i SS * i rf 
~ we ; we Es 
> ead X ae r 
<7 o> 2 é! 
« 
. z ae - 


SC 183-79 


that he should get away from D. K. BROWN. 
did not clarify this statement, however, 
believes that D. K. BROWN_has a reputation for being 
a dishonest lobbyist and L_____]was trying to give 

some friendly advice in telling him to get 
away from BROWN. [ __|stated that when D. K. BROWN 
adked[__—séieco work on the Bill regarding rent 
control that _was being pushed by the California Housing 
Council,[ _______| told BROWN he would not work on the 
Bill if money was being contributed to Assemblymen on. 
the committee that would be involved in passing the 
Bill. [ss |stated that it does not seem right 
for such sizeable contributions to be made during a 
non-election year, especially to members of a committee 


which will pass on a Bill favorable to the Housing KG 
Council and then receive funds from the Housing b7c 
Council. : 


additionally advised that BROWN is 
now _ involved in a land development deal 
with 
ment is known as | 
person handling the development. 
apparently owns the land being_used for the development 
and D. K. BROWN, and possibly[_____ are involved 
in obtaining, funds for the development of the land. 
D. K. BROWN wtso pays for the air fare of [~_] when 
he comes up from Los Angeles to work on the development. 
advised that D. K. BROWN received in his office 
some legal papers involving this development which he 
was to sign, however, before signing, he checked with 
advised hin not to 
sign because he did not think it would be wise to show 
such a close relationship between BROWN and 
also advised that BROWN would make 
recommendations to his clients in writing, regarding the 
amounts of contributions to be made to individual members 
of the Legislature. had recently advised BROWN 
not to make these recommendations in writing anymore. 
stated that D. K. BROWN has a PSA pass which 


entitles him to fly for free on PSA and the pass is in 
his name. BROWN is known to furnish this pass to members 


‘of the Legislature when they are flying on PSA. BROWN 
received this pass aa 
Ronald Reagan-4465 
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further advised that she feels BROWN. 


is a dishonest man and lies very easily and she said 
that after he tells the same lie two or three times, 
he even believes it himself. BROWN also tells people 
that his wife is seriously ill, however, to the best 
off _Jrecollection, she does not remember whan 


BROWN's wife was very seriously ill. She stated tnat 


BROWN and his family now reside at 8715 Curragh Downs, 


Fair Oaks, California: 95628. if 
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Date of transcription 7/ L4/ 7/ 


Davis, telephone 
[__—si|, ~Furnished the following information: 


: | ladvised to the best of her recollection, the 
last bill lobbied by D. K. BROWN of interest to the California 
Independent Mortgage Brokers Assocation (CIMBA) was Assembly 
Bill (AB) 2159. advised this bill was authored by > 
Assemblyman LOU PAPAN and was passed during the 1976 session 
of the California State Legislature. oT lata when 
this bill was being lobbied, her boss, D. K. BROWN, would | 
maintain contact with JOHN SYKES and JOE.SEEDMAN, who are . 
employed by CIMBA. a 

. further advised in the early months of 1977, 
BROWN requested that she prepare a list showing the contri- 
butions made by BROWN's clients to members of the State Legis- 
lature. pon een this list by reviewing records 
submitted by the clients to BROWN regarding the specifi 
amounts of contributions and to whom they were made. 1 
furnished a copy of this list, which is entitled Contributions 
1976. She said that BROWN wanted this list to use when he 
would meet with State Assembly Speaker LEO MC CARTHY. She 
advised that BROWN would display the list to MC CARTHY to show 
him what funds he was responsible for providing to the members 
of MC CARTHY's party. , 


further advised in March, 1977, she recalled 
two incidents when checks from clients were received in BROWN's 
office and BROWN would later deliver these checks. These checks 
went to 

could not reca what cllent furnished these checks. She also 
advised a check was received by BROWN from Dow Chemical Company 
which was intended for To 


the best nowledge, this check was delivered by 
BROWN to 


+ 


Jp enn HAE never seen BROWN actually hand 
contribution checks to members of the State Legislature; however, 
she feels certain that he has hand-delivered these checks 
because she is aware of the fact they are delivered to the 
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office and shortly afterwards, BROWN makes an appointment to 
. Meet personally with the Senator or Assemblyman for whom the 
checks are intended. 


: recalled that BROWN delivered checks to — 
State Senators PAUL CARPENTER and WILLIAM CAMPBELL on behalf 
of his client, California: Housing Council: (CHC) during: the 
time that AB 3788 relating to rent control was being considered 
by the Legislature. During the time-that this bill was being 
considered, GARY GRANT and TED DIENSTFREY, both of CHC, were 
known to be passing out checks to members_of the Assembly in 
the proximity of the Assembly chambers. advised it 
is illegal under the provisions of the Political Reform Act 
of 1974 for a lobbyist to deliver contributions from a client 
to an elected official; however, it is legal for clients to »¢ 
deliver such contributions. a 
once dined at Frank 
Fat's Restaurant wit I . BROWN an 
. During the meal,[ si Jand BROWN attempted to 
take a receipt book from the waiter in order to use it at a 
later date when claiming their expenses. 
became embarrassed and did not remain at e when they 
were trying to obtain the receipt book. rs later 
asked to contact printers in the Sacramento area to find a 
rinter who would print a Frank Fat's receipt book for BROWN. 
[vas not successful in finding a printer for this job; | 
owever, she did overhear a conversation BROWN was having with 
an individual, and they were discussing the printing of a 
Frank Fat's receipt book. : 


would pick up just bits and pieces 
of BROWN's activities, and on one occasion she learned that 
BROWN was arranging a meeting in S Francisco, California, 
with a businessman from 
Hawail; a businessman from Tokyo, Japan; and Mayor GEORGE 
MOSCONE of San Francisco. This meeting had to do with the 
acquisition of or sale of land, possibly in Balboa Bay or 
Marina Del Sur, California, and MOSCONE was to act as an 
attorney for one or more of the parties present at this 
meeting. learned the meeting was scheduled to be 
held in Mayor MOSCONE's office; however, he contacted BROWN 
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and told him he was concerned about a possible conflict of 
interest and d prefer not to have the meeting in his 
office. pues the meeting was held in a motel in 
the San Francisco area. 





.able to recall numerous other incidents of interest to the 

FBI. [was advised that her cooperation was appreciated, 
and she should feel free to contact the FBI if she recalls 
anything which might be of interest to the FBI. 
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California, employed as 






telephone 
, fLurnished the following informations 


was employed as ~- 









for DONALD K. BROWN from . bé 
She advised that she quit her job . bIC 


with BROWN in order to obtain a better job with more oa 
security and greater benefits. advised that : 
while she was employed by BROWN 


were also employed by BROWN. 4 ied 











stated that 
is famili the substance of 
the Legislation This 
would apply to y working 
peace-meal work as opposed to working full time. 

She stated that COHEN and[__ | would do the 
actual lobbying work and BROWN would enter into 

the picture and make contacts at the time a bill 

was coming up for vote, whether in the committee 

or on the floor of the Assembly or Senate. 

stated that BROWN was not familiar with the substance 
of legislation, however, he would do the glad handing 
and patting on the back of those people who would 

be responsible for passing the legisltation. 


Further advised that 





BROWN is a very crafty person an @ wou work on 
his expense accounts for hours and then he would 
send them to 
would review these accounts before forwarding them 
to the Secretary of State's office in accordance 
with the filing regulations for registered lobbyists. 
was of the opinion that BROWN had to work 
hard on his expense accounts because he could not 
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justify several expense items going to one particular 
assemblyman or senator, and would, therefore, have to 
break the expenses down and show them going to other 
individuals. — ; 


[sd indicated that BROWN represented 
Summa Corporation an irwest and his contact. 
with them was throug and NADINE HENLEY. 
She stated that BROWN would meet with_LA SAGE in the 
Los Angeles area and _in Sacramento 


Also advised that BROWN held several meetings in the ; sees 
Orange County Airport; however, she was not aware of “ 
any meeting between BROWN and[ «member. 

of the Board of Supervisors of Orange County. 


[id further advised that all money 
transactions were handled by BROWN and she does not eas 
know how money was received from BROWN's clients nor ., . he 
how contributions were made from his clients to oe | a 
elected officials in the State Capitol. - | reed 
: stated that during her tenure with 

BROWN, he seemed to be-very close friends with State. 
Assemblymen RICHARD ALATORE and LOU PAPAN, and State 


Senator WILLIAM CAMPBELL. BROWN was actively involved sates 
in legislation effecting the rights for mortgage brokers ss 
and his client for him was working in these matters was : * ages 
California Independent Mortgage Brokers Association. ge 
stated that while she was there, BROWN did a DT Raven 
lot of work with, and became friendly with, Assemblyman om 
MOSCONE because he needed MOSCONE's backing on the bill - nee 


involving the mortgage brokers. When it came time to 
vote on this bill, MOSCONE withdrew his support of the os a PES 
bill because he was running for Mayor of San Francisco, @ Une 
and he did not want to show a close relationship between 
him and DONALD K. BROWN by supporting the mortgage: Sere 
brokers bill. ; Arte 


[__......] advised that she felt BROWN was a . - 
man who could move mountains and had a reputation for . . 
getting things done no matter what the cost. She more 
. 
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Stated that she was not privy to any dealings regard- 
ing contributions to.assemblymen and senators and BROWN 
was very careful not to let her know what was going 

on in this regard. She stated that after BROWN avid 
to Los Angeles together with a client, he.would return 
‘and then contact several assemblymen and/or senators 

and would sometimes’ ask her to take the day off, or’ - 
even take the entire week off, so that she would not 
know what contacts he was making. [__] also 

stated that BROWN was careful to keep his family 
seperated from his business contacts and also from 

his girlfriend. She stated that 
at the time she worked _for him 
and she was employed 











Sacramento. 
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Date of transcription 


, business address> Cid 

Sacramento, telephone[___—s«dii«,:~ home _-tele- 

phone , appeared at the Sacramento office of the FBI 
fe es 


.. with his attorney, and furnished the 
following information: 


advised he has been employed b Advocation, 
Inc., which consists of three lobbyists 
,- and. DONALD K. BROWN. advised BROWN is the 


resident of Advocation, Inc., 
a employment with BROWN in April, 
nd started working on a bill which was being lobbied 


for his client, Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association. 4, 
stated he recalled this bill because it was the b7C 
‘first bill he worked on for BROWN, and he Lost the bill. 


; described his position as being respon- 
sible for reviewing pending legislation in the State Legis- 
lature and furnishing their clients with copies of the bills 
that they might be interested in. The clients would normally: 
respond by advising his office what bills they were interested 
in and what position the lobbyist should pursue. 
stated he had very little personal contact with the clients, 
and BROWN is responsible for finding clients and dealing 
with them. | | stated he does not handle any contacts 
between his office and California Independent Mortgage Brokers 
Association (CIMBA) because these contacts are handled by 


[.......__ ] was asked if he was ever advised by an 
assemblyman to disassociate himself from BROWN. MEDETROS 
answered that he had been advised b 

to disassociate himself from BROWN; however, 
would not give any reason for this advice. 


further advised he has never heard of a 
check from a client being sent to BROWN's office and subse- | 
quently being delivered by BROWN to an assemblyman or senator. 

- He also offered that he has never offered a bribe to a member 
of the Legislature, nor has he ever been solicited for a bribe 
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by a member of the Legislature. also denied any 


———7 
knowledge of a check being received by BROWN from Dow Chemical 
and delivered by BROWN tol SSS? 


[dj advised he considers BROWN an honest 
lobbyist and knows of no illegal activity going on in the 
office of BROWN. 
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1 x Date of transcription S/4/7 77 ; 


telephone 
444-5524, was interviewed at the Sacramento Office of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation regarding her knowledge 
of DONALD KENT BROWN. 


[| advise at at the time she met 
employed b as 
She advised that last fall 


she was 
She had a party at ner residence and D. K. BROWN was”) 
invited and attended this party. They spoke to each 
other regarding mutual interest and got along well together. 
She and BROWN would go to lunch together on occasion and 
he talked to her about his early childhood when he was 
prevented from going to school because of a respiratory - 
ailment, and saved she thought of BROWN as_ bé 
a substitute Father. b7c 


bemeumeniaanet Cet advised that BROWN was very 
close to his mother and she learned that his mother died 
last July and BROWN was in Oregon eakend care of his 


mother's estate. BROWN also told that his wife 
is not a well person and is suffering from diabetes. 


[ __———s—Jaavisea that BROWN and she refrained 
from discussing legislation and political matters because 
they were often on opposite sides of issue. For example, 
BROWN was pushing a bill which would give the State of 
California the authority to impose rent control thereby 
taking this authority away from the local governments, and 

was very much against this type of bill. 
further advised that BROWN considers 

to be a close friend and. also NADINE HENLEY o 
Summa Corporation. stated she and BROWN are 
still close friends as they get along well together and are 

: comfortable together. She stated she does not like to 
socialize and would not go drinking in bars by herself. 
She advised that BROWN does not drink and does not take part 
in the social scene at the Capitol. 
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advised that she once heard a rumor 
regarding a possible bribe when she was working as a 
Legislative Consultant in late 1973 or early 1974. She 
stated that the Assembly passed a bill allowing public 
employees the right to collective of bargaining and the bill 
was sent to the Senate where it was sent to one of the 
committees in the Senate. She stated that Speaker of the 
Assembly ROBERT MORETTI was interested in this bill and she 
heard that the Senate Committe consisted of five members and 
only two members were going to vote £ bly for the bill. 
She heard that 







‘approached MORETTI and requested 
money to vote in favor of the bill. She stated that[ 
may have been[————s—sdSsCatts AU time, however, 
she could not recall the amount of money requested by 
WHITMORE. stated that to her knowledge, no 

money was paid-t and the bill was not voted out . 

of Committee. ce , 


os = - 100 — Ronald Reagan-4476 


* ~ ¢ 


semen te 


ot 





q 
* ~~, . 
ra 
zt x 
& 
* ‘ ® + ~ ; 
—, t 
ss: 
- Me 
e : 
7 * ‘ 
. ¢ 
” AEs = 
. “ . = 
a ae 
= ‘ 
* s 
¥ ‘. 
~ 
SC 183-94 
* —_ 
= ri e 
7 
~ 
a 
Zz 7. 
> vt : 
a " “i 1 
. 
- “, ‘- * = - 
a “ 
“ v 
ll ™ 
. ra 
* 
. 
a 
* *~* 
x a % 
= 
‘ - . = 
. 2 = 
& ® 
ee t 
é 
> 
~~ ” e * 
* 
% 7 : 
_ : 
: ( 
4 
4 
. e “ 
¥ * a 
: ¥. 
* vo 
: * a 
Pd = 
. " 4 
* 
7 « 
w ‘ 
i 
| ¥ 
; 
; I R 
! LE 
i 
: « . . - . 
) 
| ou 
7 ( : 
> 
, ~ # 
| pe 
v 
. } 7 7 - 
~ - *s 7 - 
7 ‘ ’ 
¢ t 
a t 
= ~ 
a * 
2 ec = 
: ‘4 7 
Coal we * a - 
] ~~ » ¢ . 
. ° 
. MM 
' - 
J 
‘ ’ ‘ 
x ¢ ‘S 3 tc 
t x * « 
\ 
= % - " =. . * x 
“a 
- 
t x 
r v 
* \ « ’ 
~ 
£ 
* f ~s 
a 
* + * e 
s ~ a ™ 
~ 
i ~ 
=~ . 
4 
a 
~ 
™~ s = 
* ‘ * F 
as 
. 
Wag “ 7 
* s 
e 
™~ 
= 
> 
es & 
2 101 
‘“ 
“ae 
5 
| 
° 
- 





as 


<a" 


af 


v. 


ke 


— —=—_S atk ee we © eae a awe vrwy 


Whe s - 


+ 
. i” = é 
a . ee * a oo - 

4 si * if * 
‘ * a , 
*. = : 
* * 
o 7 « 


* 


Feat surcau oF investicaTi 


: 1 . Date of tronscription 6/2/77 


ee JESSE MARVIN UNRUH, Treasurer, State of 
California, accompanied by his attorneys JACK ORMES 
and JACK SCOTT, appeared at the offices of Assistant 
United States Attorney (AUSA) STEPHEN V. WILSON for 
the purpose of being interviewed by SA NORBERT R. 
LINKER of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). 
The interview commenced at 1:45pm and prior to directing 
questions to Mr. UNRUH, he was informed that through 
arrangements previously made with the United States A 
Attorney's (USA) Office and his attorneys, SA LINKER - 
was not to afford him his Miranda rights. - 


The following is a breakdown of the areas 


of questioning directed to Mr. UNRUH during this 


interview: 


PACIFIC HOLIDAY TOWERS 
APARTHENTS 
1900 East Ocean Boulevard. 


Long Beach, California ; ‘ 


Mr. UNRUH was informed that the FBI was in 
possession of allegations indicating that he and possibly 
other partners in this investment exerted influence 
and/or bribes to Federal Housing Administration (FHA) 
officials to enable his group to acquire that building 


. from FHA for $4,100,000. Mr. UNRUH was then asked to 


supply a chronology of his involvement in the Pacific 
Holiday Towers, after which he offered the following: 


He stated that on or about 1965, he was 
contacted by an unrecalled member of the group which 
ultimately became limited partners within this venture. 
He stated that the person to whom he refers inquired 
as to whether he would be interested in joining the 
limited partnership in the completion of this structure 
which had recently gone bankrupt. He stated that he - 
accepted the invitation to join the partnership which 
consisted of approximately 10 individuals, among whom 


stata dainhartsimatiandnnnscumsaveuntsullounenaace 3-14-15 


by 


Interviewed on 


SA NORBERT R. LINKER/1Tkp 


9/26/77 .,Los Angeles, California ie 
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were included JOSEPH BALL, GEORGE HART, SAMUEL C. CAMERON,  - 
HANK RIDDER, ANDREW RAWN, and a few others whose names 

now escape him. UNRUH pointed out that he was never 
actively involved in any negotiations with the John 

Hancock Insurance Company who loaned his grceup approximately 
$6,800,000 and, further, wanted to offer that, to the 
present time, he has regretted his involvement in this 
venture as in the event that the building is sold he 

would suffer a considerable tax recapture on the 
depreciation which he has claimed since he has become 
involved in this endeavor. 


He stated that he became aware of a foreclosure 
procedure by Jchn Hancock in either 1969 or 1970 and was 
told that FHA had then taken over the building as a result 
of their guarantee on the initial loan from John Hancock. 
He advised that he again wanted to point out that he was 
not brought into any discussions or negotiations.with 
officials of the FHA at the point in time when they took 
over as mortgagors of the property. 


He advised that at a point in time in 1971 or 
1972, he learned from an unrecalled partner that a 
Mr. SIDHEY GOODMAN of Minneapolis, Minnesota, had entered 
into the picture and it ultimately developed that Mr. GOODMAN 
Secured private capital and acquired the building from 
FHA for approximately $4,100,000. He related that the 
contractual arrangements between his partnership and 
Mr. GOODMAN called for GOODMAN to manage the building, 
“including the collection of rents, and was to derive 
al0 percent or thereapout percentage of the Limited 
partnership. UNRUH stated that he was also aware that 
among the other contractual arrangements reached with 
Mr. GOODMAN was the fact that should the building 
ultimately be soid he, GOODMAN, was to receive 50 
percent of the proceeds from the sale whereas the other 
remaining partners were to split the other 50 percent 
of the sale price proportionate.to their respective 
interests. 
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UNRUH stated that, to the best of his recollection, 
he never entered into any negotiations Or conversations 
With FHA officials in California or in Washington, D.C x4 
to persuade them to sell the building for $4,100,000 ot 
Co GOODMAN and the other partners. He advised that he 
has no personal recollection or knowledge that any other 
members of his partnership exercised any influences or 
bribes upon FHA Officials to effect the sale to his 
group, 


Regarding Mr. GOODMAN, UNRUH stated that he 
may have met him on One occasion at a cocktail Party four 
or five years ago and could only offer that GOODMAN was 
understood to have Specialized in the acquisition of 
distressed FHA Properties. He advised that he has never 
heard from eny member of the partnership or anyone else 
that GOODMAN extended bribe offers to officials of FHA 
in order to acquire the building for the sale price o£ 
$4,100,000, mr- UNRUH was then referred to information 
received by the FBI which alleges that his partnership 
Secured the services of a "f£ront man" to acquire an 
Oceanside lot adjoining the Pacific Holiday Towers which 
became available through a Federal bankruptcy procedure 
and that the allegation indicated tha One Or more members 
of his partnership then influenced the City of Long Beach 
Co acquire that beach front lot at twice what his group 
had paid during the bankruptcy sale. UNRUH responded by 


advising that he had heard that his &roup had in faet 


acquired a lot adjoining the Pacific Holiday Towers within 
the past three or four years but was unaware of who 
“£ronted" the ecquisition or what price the City of 
Long Beach Subsequently paid for it. He stated that 

€& again wanted to make it Clear that he z:ever became 
involved in any of the financial transactions in the 
Partnership and, for that reason, can not confirm nor 

can he deny that the matter which was just cited to him 
did not occur. » 4 
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Mr. UNRUH advised that he and his other limited '' 
partners have over the years declared their respective 
percentage of depreciation and interest on the property. 
Mr. UNRUH was then asked and denied ever having met FHA 
. Officials EDWARD P. CALLAHAN, former Director of the 
Area Office of FHA, or Technical Service Supervisor of 
FHA, Mr. GORDON HUNT. 


Mr. UNRUH advised that at no time during his 
involvement with this project has he ever invested a 
dollar of his own money.’ 


CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION ~ 
DISCLOSURES 


Mr, UNRUH was referred to information developed 
which indicated that upwards of $67,000 in campaign 
contributions from the Los Alamitos Racetrack, Los Alamitos, 
California, were directed to his varicus campaign committee 
operations during the years 1968 through 1970, and that 
campaign records “for his 1970 Gubernatorial campaign of 
1970, as filed with the California Secretary of State, 
failed to reflect any of those monies as having been 
received, ¢ 


At that point, SA LINKER displayed to Mr. UNRUH 
and his attorneys checks from Los Alamitos to his 
aforementioned campaign committee in the following 
amounts: $50,000, $10,000, $5,000, $2,000, and $1,250. 
After examining the aforementioned checks, Mr. UNRUH 
and his attorney, Mr. JACK SCOTT, advised that Mr. UNRUH Ss 
long-time associate and treasurer for his various political 
campaigns during the past 20 years, Mr. MANNING POST, nad 
secured a "Legislative Counsel Opinion" in 1969, and 
prior to mid -Novemper 1969, when new political campaign 
reporting laws came into existence, that monies directed 
to trust funds-as in the case of the $50,000 offered by 
Los Alamitos to the "J.M.U. Trust for Governor" were 
not required to be itemized but rather grouped into a 
lump sum contribution. Mr. UNRUH directed SA LINKER's 


” . : _ Ronald Reagan-4481 


“21905 th ar me 
cd e é 





5 
LA 183~169 | 7 | 3% 

LA 183-172 = = 
LA 183-173 7 a 


attention to the fact that the check in the amount of 
$50,000 was dated September 16, 1969, and was deposited 

into his trust account at the City National Bank on 
september 20, 1969, which date was approximately two : 
months prior to mid November of that year when new . 2, * 
campaign reporting laws became effective. 


Mr. SCOTT, Mr. ORMES, and Mr. UNRUH each 
indicated at this point that a "Legislative Counsel 
Opinion” on the matter of campaign trust accounts was 
availeshle to the FBI for its inspection at any time 
but that, regrettably, they did not have a copy of the 
"Legislative Counsel Opinion" with them at that time. : 


Mr. UNRUH was then referred to 


which had been produced b3 ° 
a to the Federal Grand Jury . 
on May 25, 1977. He was further directed to review 








The second document to which he was referred is a 
handwritten note by SCHOTT directed presumably to a 
secretary employed in the campaign which indicated that 
@ check in the amount of $5,000 and a receipt for CAMERON 
to sign and return for the $5,000 was mailed on 

October 2, 1969. Mr. UNRUH was then asked to explain the 
events leading up to the advance of $5,000 to Mr. SAMUEL 
CAMERON, maneger of the Long Beach Independent Press 
Telesram. UNRUH ecdvised that Mr. CA! MERON and he have 
long been friends and CAMERON has actively supported his 
various political campaigns over the past years. He 
Stated that as his memory serves him, Mr. CAHERON 
intervened with the Los Alamitos Racetrack in 1969 and 
was successful .in securin& a contribution from that 
‘track in the amount of $50,000. He stated that shortly 
after the $50,000 was transmitted to the J.M.U. Trust 
account and deposited into the City National Bank, 
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Pershing Square Branch, where that account was maintained, 
Mr. CAMERON contacted him and requested $5,000 for an 
unrecalled use. UNRUH stated that the $5,000 which 
CAMERON received was understood by him to be a loan 

and was to be repaid within a reasonably short period 

of time. He advised that regrettably the money has not 
been repaid to him to date. UNRUH stated that on the 
afternoon subsequent to Mr. CAMERON's first interview 

by the United States Attorney and the FBI, he happened 
to meet CAMERON at a local downtown restaurant by 
accident, during which time the matter of the $5,000 
which CAMERON had borrowed was brought up. UNRUH 

Stated that, as he recalls, CAMERON indicated that the 
$5,000 was used by him for the support of other political 
figures and that CAMERON had paid the necessary income 
tax on the money. 


Mr. UNRUH was then displayed checks in the amount 
of $5,000, $5,000, $5,000, $10,000, $5,600, and $5,500, 


in the years 1968, 1969, and 1970, to the "Democratic 
Assembly Fund" or the "Democratic Legislative Campaign 
Committee." After examining the pkhotostat copies of the 
aforementioned checks, Mr. UNRUH stated that he could 
not offer any explanation as to what those accounts 
represented and indicated that he had nothing whatsoever 
to do with the maintenance of those accounts or the 
disbursement of cash from those accounts for political 
purposes. " 


The subject of campaign .contributions received 
by Mr. UNRUH and the fact that certain monies were not 
reflected in filings to the Secretary of State was 
concluded by UNRUH offering that his attorneys will 
immediately secure a copy of the 'Legislazive Counsel 
Opinion" regarding trust fund accounts for political 
purposes to the FBI at the earliest possible date. 
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QUEEN MARY AND TIDELAND 
OIL TRUST RELATED MATTERS 
AERO 


Mr. UNRUH was advised that the FBI was in receipt 
of allegations indicating that certain political payoffs 
were made to members of the State Lands Commission and 
‘others in State Gover:-ment, including Assemblyman WILLIE 
L. BROWN, JR., for their respective support of Long Beach's 
Queen Mary project. He was advised that it was alleged 
that members of the State Lands Commission were paid off 


Support of the Queen Mary project which was being renovated 
with State Tideland Oil money which the State Lands Commission 
controlled. He was advised further that the allegation 
relative to Assemblyman WILLIE L. BROWN, JR., pertains 

Co the payoff to BROWN by Long Beach interests to get 

him to discontinue his efforts to rescind the State 
Tideland azreement with the City of Long Beach. Mr. UNRUH 
Stated that he has heard Many rumors from unrecalled 
sources” concerning the Queen Mary project. but could 

offer nothing of a specific nature concerning this 

matter. He stated that he has a vague recollection of 

a subcommittee headed by Mr. BROWN that was making 
inquiries concerning the expenditure of State Tideland 

Oil monies for the renovation of the Queen Mary, but 

had no additional information regarding the results of 

the BROWN hearings, 


. Mr. UNRUH was then asked whether his wife and 
daughter were aboard the Queen Mary on its final voyage 
from South Hampton, England, to its permanent berthing 


in Long Beach, California, 


UNRUH stated that his wife and daughter were, 
in fact, aboard the Queen Mary on its final voyage and 
that it was his understanding that their fares were gratis, 
but he did not know who was responsible for the payment 
of his wife's and daughter's fares. Mr. UNRUH was 
then asked whether he was aware that State Lands 
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Commission member Lieutenant Governor REINECKE and 
State Controller HOUSTON FLOURNOY and their families 
were aboard the Queen Mary on its final voyage. 

Mr. UNRUH stated that, since he was not aboard, 7 
he has no information to offer concerning Mr. FLOURNOY 

and Mr. REINECKE and their respective families being: 

on the vessel during this last trip. 


HIS ASSOCIATION WITH UNRUH, 
STATE CONTROLLER KENNETH CORY, 
AND RICHARD O'NETL 


As this area of the discussion was offered by 
SA LINKER, Mr. UNRUH and his attorneys objected and 
indicated that they_did not wish to "re-hash" UNRUH's 
relationship with as it has previously been 
the subject of investigations by the Orange County 
District Attorney's Office, the Los Angeles County 
District Attorney's Office, and the California State | 
Attorney General's Office, and that, in their judgment, 
that matter has been concluded. pe 
| b7c 
It is to be noted that the investigation to 
which Mr. UNRUH and his attorneys referred involves 
the "sale" of $10,000 worth of campaign furniture 
which was located in UNRUH's 1974 campaign headcauarters 
when he successfully ran and won the election for 
Treasurer of the State of California. Investigation 


further revealed that instructed one 
of his associates to supply UNRUH with $3,000 cash 
subsequent to "acquisition of the campaign 


furniture in order fo cover the taxes that UNRUH would 
have had to declare on the eforementicned sale. The 
investigation by the aforementioned agencies further 
disclosed that the furniture in question was dilapidated, 
collapsible furniture whose value could not have 
exceeded $306 and which, when picked up, was placed 
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in an open field where it has remained to this date, 
it is understood that the arorementioned investigative 


UNRUH in this Matter as, although 


ward an indictment against 


they had secured 


admissions from the individual who had paid UNRUH the 
$3,000 to cover the taxes on the "sale" it was a 
one-on-one situation and t 
Attorney General did not 
a conviction 
evidence. 


Mr. 


LVe 


was termi d whether 


he prosecutors and the 
feel that they could sustain 


against UNRUH for lack Of corroborating 


e 
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in campaign 


? 
Contributions from > and Orange County businessman 
RICHARD O'NEIL, were currently partners ina real 
estate operation in Northern California at this time, 


Mr, 
offer that 
partnership i 
although he a 
Sources that 
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Mx. UNRUH stated that in his long years as an 
elected. public official he can not recall ever having - 4 
been approached by anyone to accept monies to move 
favorably on legislation which would benefit the briber 
or those whom he represents. 


UNRUH stated that he was interested in | 
ascertaining how he was brought into this aspect of 
the FBI's investigation as he has no recollection of 
any offers of monies ¢éver being made to him, 


SA LINKER then asked UNRUH whether he is 
familiar with a company doing business as Tennaco 
and, further, whether representatives of that company 
have ever been in contact with him regarding their 
business problems. UNRUH Stated that Tennaco Corporation 
has had a 10 year feud which involves to a degree the 
El Paso Gas Company over gas and oil pipeline rights. 
He stated that he vaguely recalis a lobbyist by the 
name of CHARLES (last name unknown) (LNU), whom he 
characterized as “wild,” who represented Tennaco in 
the mid 1960s, but that to the best of hig recollection 
neither the aforementioned lobbyist CHARLES (LNU) nor 
representatives of Tennaco have ever contacted him 
regarding that company's legislative needs. 


UNRUH was then asked whether or not he 
recalls anyone representing Tennaco's interest ever 
Raving offered him $175,000 a year for 20 years to 
. intervene with then President LYNDON B. JOHNSON to 
have Government approval of Tennaco's proposed plans-to 
increase their pipeline rights. Mr. UNRUH stated that 
he would have certainly recalled an offer to him of. 
that considerable amount of money for his efforts 
and emphatically denied that an offer of that type had 
ever been made. 


Mr. UNRUH was then asked whether he had ever 
had any association with lobbyists or officers of the 
California Mortgage Brokers Association or representatives 
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of the California Housing Council. uUNRUH responded 
Y Stating that Over his years as a member’ of the 

Assembly, the California “cusing Council and the 
Independent Mortgage Brokers Association have a 


advised, however - that in neither casa had representatives 
Of those groups ever attempted to influence him or 


UNRUH was Chen questioned &aS to whether Or | 
not he was acduainted with 4 ROBERT BROWN , California 
lobbyist who “epresented one or more farm owmers groups, 
UNRUH Stated that he knows Mr. ROBERT BROWN but, to 

the bes¢ Of his recollection, has never had Occasion to 


converse with BROWN on any matter, 


Mr. UNRUH was then questioned as to whether 
he was acquainted with another registered lobbyist, 


Cd 


One JEFF PEYSER, who Was understood to have been 
active during the Period of time that he-was Speaker 

Of the State Assembly. UNRUH advised that he has 

known Mr. PEYSER for a number of years, but again 
POinted out that PEYSER, to the best of his recollection, 
never contacted him regarding legislative issues that 


would have affected any of his clients. 


UNRUH stated that the California Independe it 
Mortgage Brokers €toup have introduced controversial 
legislation at Sacramento, California , On @ number 
Of occasions during his tenure as an elected State 
Assemblyman. He advised that, to the best of his 
recollection, neither officers of the @ssociation nor 
their rSrained lobbyists ever @Pproached him with 
Offers of bribes in an effort Co move favorably towards 
their needed legislation, 
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UNRUH further offered that, to the best of his 
recollection, he has never been offered an interest in 
Or stock of a corporation which was endeavoring to secure 
legislation favorable to them during his terre as a (i 
State Assemblyman. . = 


He advised that Since 1974, he has held the 
POSition of State Treasurer and his duties have kept him 
out of the political arena since his election. UNRUH 
further Offered that Sacramento is a beehive of rumors, 
exage:rations, and political Cpportunists. He stated 
that it is not uncommon to be frequenting a bar or 
restaurant principally patronized by political types : 
and hear enumerable versions o£ one particular story ‘ 
aS the evening and drinking wears on. He stated that 
it is rare when One would ever hear a near factual 
Story or incident as related in these bars and , 
restaurants as those in favor of Particular legislation 
would be Pushing one version and their objectives ; 
Whereas the Opponents of the legislation would be 
attempting to Sway those listening as to the adverse 
affects of the particular bill in question. UNRUH 
Stated that he felt contident that the FBI was not 
interested in this type of barroom talk as, in his 
Judgment, those types. of stories would not have any 
credence or investigative value. 


UNRUH advised that he would like to offer a 
- particular Story which has recently come to his 
attention Provicing he had the Opportunity to discuss 
Privately the incident with his attorneys. UNRUH ard 
his attorneys SCOTT and ORMES thereafter excused 
themselves from the office of AUSA WILSON and conferred 


Privately for app.oximately five minutes, 


; Upon UNRUH's and his attorneys' return, UNRUH 
offered that he nad recently been reliably informed 
that a Teamceter sponsored bill was recently introduced 
into committee hearings by Orange County. State Senator 
PAUL CARPENTER and that the bill essentially call:d for 
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the Prohibition Of sale of all Pasteurized beers in the 
Cate of California. He advised that he came Co learn 
that the only P&aSteurized Processed beer SOld in the 


* When asked whether UNRUH was SUBSesting that . 
the aforementioned matter ba pursued by the FBI, he 
Pesponded with ee Might be well worth your while to 
look it Cver," 


% 


KOPSuay . 3 = 
aY R, fhORSHAY 

UNRUH was Westioned ag to whether or not he 
has been ecquainted with SIDNEY R. KORSHAK, 


UNRUH advised that a four-part Story on’ 
KORSHAK appeared in Consecutive issues of the New York 
Times in mid 1976, ana in one of those articles he, 
UNRUH, wes alleged by the authors Of the article tg have 


been a Close “Sso0ciate and friend of KORSHAK 


UNRUH Stated thar One of the authors, 
Pulitzer Prize winner SEYEHOUR HIRSCH, directed a 
letter to Rist Subsequent to the Dublishing Of the - 
article in which he advised UNRUH that the meetings 
Which he end KORSHAK attended were not to be construed 
4S conspirar Yial in Nature and that HIRSCH Was not 
attempting t¢ imply or infer thar UNRUH was meeting 


2 
With KORSHAR lor Criminal reasons. 


eo 


“114- - 
: Ronald Reagan-4490 


~ 





en 
ry Saeco vo Soe Oh Ny NR oe Ne Al tina 
- oF atop aeeay Fae Naa be ll, ‘ a e 
“ 

. . * 





14 : 
LA 183-169 
' LA 183-172 

LA 183-173 


UNRUH stated he has met KORSHAK on one, ‘ 
possibly two occasions, the purpose of which is now : 
unrecalled, and that he has never considered KORSHAK 

a close associate or friend as spelled out by HIRSCH 

in his aforementioned New York Times articles. 


UNRUH and his attorneys SCOTT and ORMES were 
‘advised that the FBI was most anxious to secure a copy 
of the Legislative Counsel's Opinion wherein they 
indicated thet UNRUH could withhold from filings with 
‘the Secretary of State those campaign contributions 
received prior to mid November L969 . 


"In response; Mr. SCOTT advised that he will " 
immediately contact UNRUH's campaign treasurer, MANNING 
POST, and request that a copy of the Legislative Counsel 
Opinion be reproduced for SA LINKER and the United States 
Attorney's Office. 


PLLOY to concluding the interview with UNRUH, 
he advised that he appreciated the fact that the FBI 
had not taken it upon themselves to divulge to the press 
the fact that he was under investigation as a result 
of alleged misuse of campaign contributions. As the 
meeting drew to a close, UNRUH advised that he expected 
the FBI to continue to treat their investigation in a 
confidential manner with the press and news medias. 
He further offered that he did not have the same 
confidence in the United States Attorney's Office in that 
past experiences have indicated that they have intentionally 
leaked his difficulties with the Justice Department to 
the various news media. In response, AUSA WILSON advised 
UNRUH and his attorneys that neither he nor other members 
of his office plan to divulge any informetion regarding 
the results of this interview with the news media. 
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- The following investigation was conducted by SA 
NORBERT R. LINKER: 


On April 13,.1977, SA LINKER received a telephone 
call from California State Assemblyman LOUIS J. PAPAN, at gs 
Sacramento, California. PAPAN indicated he desired to con- 
verse with SA LINKER at his (PAPAN's) offices in the State 
Capitol Building, Sacramento, on the following day. 


me At 9:15 a.m., April 14, 1977, SA JOHN FF, MULLIGAN, 

of: the Sacramento Office, and SA LINKER met PAPAN at his State 

Capitol office. Present with PAPAN at the time of the meeting 
‘was California State Senator DENNIS E. CARPENTER. 


At: the outset of the meeting with PAPAN and CARPEN- 
TER, they both advised they were formerly Special Agents of : 
the FBI. . ; 
EAPAN advised that Califcrnia Nesictored Lokbyict 
LESLIE H. COHEN had informed him on the previous day that he : 
. had been interviewed by the FBI and tHat a portion of that " 
. interview pertained-to COHEN's former associate, Lobbyist 
DONALD KENT BROWN. Mr.°-PAPAN stated according to COHEN, the 
‘PBI gquiered him regerding .any knowledge which he might have 
to indicate that DON\LD KENT BROWN was involved in any type 
of criminal activiti2s. aa 


PAPAN statcd he has had a long standing acquain~: 
tanceship with DONAL[ BROWN and wanted to inform the inter- 


viewing agents that in his judgement BROWN was an ethical. 
lobbyist. | ee 


PAPAN stated that both he and Mr. COHEN have had 
recent conversations with BROWN and have ascertained that 
BROWN is very concerned over the fact that the FBI has been ._ 
making inquiries regarding BROWN's lobbyist activities, eth- 
ics, and associates. PAPAN stated that BROWN's wife is ill 
at the present time, and her condition, coupled with the - 
inquiries by the FBI concerning him, have disturbed him 
greatly. . ; . 
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PAPAN stated Sacramento is a "political rumor fac- 
tory", and once word of the FBI's interest in BROWN circulates 
throughout thé political scene, BROWN's reputation may be 
severely damaged. -, 


Mr. PAPAN stated in his judgement the FBI should 
interview DONALD BROWN as soon as possible in order to clarify 
BROWN's position visa vie any allegations against hin. | 


¢ 
Senator CARPENTER advised he was present at this 
meeting in order that he, like PAPAN, could offer that in his 
judgement Lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN enjoys an impeccable 
reputation as a lobbyist in Sacramento. 


' CARPENTER advised that Mr. BROWN recently contacted 
him to.determine his willingness to meet with an unidentificd 
executive of the Sohio Oil Company for the purpose of dis- 
cussing Sohio's needs for legislative approval to build the 
necessary oil receiving terminals in California to receive 
Sohio's portion of northern slope of Alaskan oil. Senator 
-CAPRENTER stated in his contacts with Mr. BROWN he has found 
him to be extremely professional and extremely competent as a 
lobbyist as evidence by the fact that he has very important 
clientel. | : vate 


PAPAN and CARPENTER both offered that Proposition 
Nine, which became law in 1975, placed certain prohibitions 
“ypon lobbyists acting in behalf of clients. They advised ° 
one of the prohibitions placed upon lobbyists is that they’ 
can no longer handle or transmit campaign contributions from 
clients to legislators.. 


Both PAPAN and CARPENTER advised that in their 
judgement, the California State Assembly and State Senate 
are composed of a majority of honest, ethical, and sincere 
individuals. 


CARPENTER. and PAPAN both .offered they have heard 
unsubstantiated rumors regarding a small number of assembly~ 
men and senators, who are alleged to:be approachable for a 
price. : . a, oe ~ | 
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CARPENTER illustrated his point by advising he is 
currently watching closely a bill offered by a senator, whom 
he did not desire to identify by name. The bill is basically 
anti~horse racing in scope, and he feels it will ultimately 
die before it reaches committee hearings or legislative vote. | 
The author of this particular bill may be using the bill it- 
self as a means of subtle extortion for campaign contributions 
from the race track interest. If those contributions are 
forthcoming, the particular author of this legislation will 
withdraw it from further consideration. : 


_ CARPENTER stated authors of controversial bills of 
this type have been known to withdraw their legislative mea- 
sures. abruptly and theorized that there withdrawn after the 
author has received either legal or illegal contributions. 


CARPENTER advised he plans to follow the aforemen-—" ~ 
tioned anti-racing bill closely, and upon receipt of any 
information which indicates that the author has received 
legal or illegal contributions from racing interest, he will 
immediatley notify the FRI. 


The meeting with PAPAN and CARPENTER was terminated 
after they both concurred that it would be in the FBI's inter- 
est to interview lobbyist DONALD BROWN as soon as possible. — 
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Date of transcription 
4k 
LOUIS J. PAPAN, California State Assemblyman, 19th — 
District (San Mateo County), was telephonically contacted. He 
was informed that this telephone call was made in response to 
a telephone call he had made to the Special Agent in Charge of 
the FBI San Francisco Office concerning an investigation being 
conducted by Special Agents of the FBI at the State Capitol 
in Sacramento. 
‘o Mr. PAPAN said he had telephoned the Special Agent in 
. Charge of the San Francisco Office because he was concerned about 
an investigation presently being conducted by the FBI at the 
State Capitol. He said two Special Agents had been to see him, 
and he believed both Agents were from the FBI Los Angeles Office, 
and, because he did not Imow the individual in charge of the FBar 
Los Angeles Office, he called the FBI San Francisco Office, 


Mr. PAPAN was advised that the Special Agents who had 
previously: contacted him concerning an investigation at the 
State Gapitol were Special Agent NORBERT R. LINKER of the FBI 
Los Angeles Office and Special Agent JOHN F. MULLIGAN of the 

*- FBI Sacramento Office: He was aiso advised that the Sacramento 
Office is the office that is in charge of this investigation. 


Mr. PAPAN stated he has no complaints to make concerning 
this investigation, but he wanted to be assured that the FBI was 
not investigating every possible complaint that was brought against 
Assemblymen and State Senators in California. He was so assured, . 
and it was noted that the FBI just does not have the manpower to 
investigate every allegation; nor do we have the jurisdiction 
to investigate every allegation. 


Mr. PAPAN also hoped that the matter would be discussed 
with one of the attorneys in the United States Attorney's Office. 
I informed him that I was not aware whether this matter had been 
discussed with a member of the United States Attorney's Office; 
however, in such matters our Agents will discuss the facts of the 
case with the United States Attorney's Office at an early stage to 
be assured that the United States Attorney's Office thinks the case 
is worthy of investigation. 


$$$ $$$ —____—_—_ Ronald -Reagan=4496—____—— 


Interviewed Artest £0, LFF" Sa eas amee Cat 4 fernd rs File # SG I 83 of 
S 3? - i 






AI Date dictated AsseSt 3 G6 | 9 Z } 
120 : 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions .of the FBI. It is the property of the FB! and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. : 


~, 


' 
¢ : 
4 
ee ¢ , ‘ 
*. 


’ 
¢, 
Ae 


woe 


r 
a 


— 


SC 183-94 
2 , ; 


lant 
“fae 


é 


I informed Mr. PAPAN that, although he had no complaints 


to make, if anything came to 
an impropriety on the part o 
ntofying me as soon as possible. 


Mr. PAPAM advised he appreciated ny eall. 


his attention which he would consider 
£ the FBI, I would appreciate 
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-e Assemblyman RICHARD D. HAYDEN, State Capitol ~~ j<« 
Building, Room 4164, furnished the following information: bc 


: HA j at he is familiar with DONALD 
KENT BRONW and HAYDEN 
advised that and he are friends and he feels[_ lis 


a competent lobbyist who argues the facts regarding a bill 
and does not try to influence legislators through socializing. 
HAYDEN said he once told to get away from D. K. 

BROWN because he believed would be better off on 

his own in view of his competence as a lobbyist. 


HAYDEN: went on to explain that the old type 
lobbyist did not address the merits of legislation and. 
would socilize with legislators and expected legislators 
to vote in line with their friendships. The new lobbyist 

. - present bills to legislators and give both sides of the 
bill and state the reasons: for their clients backing the 
bill. HAYDEN said the new lobbyist are younger and better 
educated than the old type lobbyist. - 


HAYDEN was asked whether he would say D. K. BROWN 
was an old or a new type of lobbyist. He advised that BROWN 
was somewhere in between and stated that he only met BROWN 
on six occasions and would talk to BROWN about BROWN's 
association with Summa Corporation owned by HOWARD HUGHES. 
HAYDEN advised that he is very curious about HOWARD HUGHES 
and he asked D. K. BROWN if he had ever talked with or 
met HOWARD HUGHES. BROWN told him that he was present during 
‘a meeting of the Board of Directors of the Summa Corporation 
and they would talk with HOWARD HUGHES over intercom system. 
HAYDEN stated that is the extent of his knowledge and 
relationship with DONALD KENT BROWN. . 





HAYDEN further advised that in June, 1977 just 
prior to the summer recess, Assemblyman PAUL PRIOLO called 
for a Republican caucus and asked that it be a closed caucus. 
HAYDEN stated that the members of the caucus were upset because - 
they had agreed not to call any close caucus and wanted them 
open to the press and the public. In the caucus meeting, 
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PRIOLI stated that his office received either a phone 

call or a mailgram, HAYDEN could not recall, stating that 

the money would be forthcoming if certain action was taken 
relative to Assembly Bill 450 which was authored by Assemblyman 
TERRY GOGGIN. HAYDEN advised this bill related to rent 
control of Mobile homes. PRIOLI also stated at the caucus . 

that Assemblymen WALTER INGALLS and WILLIAM CRAVEN also 
receivedthe same offer of money. HAYDEN further advised that Ps 
he did not know what organizations or lobbyist made the 

offer of money or were interested in this bill. 
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| Assemblyman PAUL PRIOLO, State Capitol Building, 
Room 2128, furnished the following information: 


PRIOLO advised he received a telegram on June 23, 
1977, from NORMAN L. MC ADOO, Treasurer, Mobilehome Park 
Owners" Political Action Committee, advising that a contri- 
bution of $1,000 would be forthcoming directed to PRIOLOs 
campaign account. PRIOLO advised the following day, he was 
‘to vote on Assembly Bill (AB) 450 authored by Assemblyman 
TERRY GOGGIN, which related to mobilehome park tenancies. 
PRIOLO said he did not think he should accept. the contribution 
because it was sent the day béfore the vote was to be taken 
on a bill regarding mobilehome parks. PRIOLO decided to return 
the check when it was received, and he called a meeting of the - 
Pie rao moi Caucus and advised them of the action he was going 
to take. 


5 PRIOLO further advised. Assemblymen WALTER INGALLS 
and WILLIAM CRAVEN also received promises of contributions 
‘and returned the checks when they were received. This matter 
was brought to the attention of Assembly Speaker LEO MC CARTHY, 
and he forwarded this information to the Fair Political 
Practices Commission. PRIOLO stated these contributions 
were not.considered illegal; however, he felt it compromised 
his position to accept a contribution the day before voting 
favorably. on the bill. PRIOLO stated to his knowledge, . 
CRAIG BIDDLE, lobbyist for the mobilehome park owners, was 
“not aware of the fact these contributions were going to be 
made. 


. PRIOLO was then asked if he was familiar with 
lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN, at which time he advised he _.-—-~~ 
knows BROWN but does not care for him. He stated BROWN 
does not actively seek assistance from the Republican side 
of the Assembly and, therefore, he does not have much contact - 
with BROWN. PRIOLO advised BROWN is an influential lobbyist, 
and he heard that BROWN and Speaker MC CARTHY worked together 
to pass AB 3788 during the 1976 Session. He stated this bill 
related to rent control and was backed heavily by the California 
Housing Council. He stated he was in favor of this bill; 
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however, he was surprised to see that there were also liberal 


Democrats in the Assembly voting favorably for the bill. 
PRIOLO said this bill was passed; however, it was later 
vetoed by the Governor. 


- .PRIOLO stated he was aware that the FBI had been 
investigating DONALD KENT BROWN and other allegations in 
Sacramento regarding political corruption. PRIOLO intimated 


‘that even though the. California political system is well 


thought of as free of corruption, he does know of individuals 
in the State Senate who have a reputation for acting unscrupu- 
lously. After some discussion with PRIOLO, he admitted that 


two of these individuals in. the State Senate would be Senator 


ALFRED SONG and.Senator RALPH DILLS. PRIOLO could not furnish . 
detailed information regarding the unscrupulous activity of 
either of these men; however, he did state DILLS is chairman 
of the Governmental Organization Committee and has been known 
to tell committee members the night before the committee was 
to meet which bills would be passed’ and which bills would be 
killed in the committee. PRIOLO assumed that this policy . 
angered several of the individuals on the Governmental Organi- 
zation Committee, and he feels that is why the rumors were 
spread regarding Senator DILLS. , 


125 
Ronald Reagan-4501 


-~ -_ 


é 


FD-302 (REV. 3-8-77) ‘oy 


% 
4 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


area 





a 
Zt, 
x ay 
od vo 
* 


8/19/77 


Date of transcription 


hegemb isan WALTER M. INGALLS, State Capitol 
Building, Sacramento, California, furnished the following 
information: | 


INGALLS advised that on or about June 23, 1977, 
his office received a phone call from Mr. NORMAN L. MC ADOO, 
Treasurer, Mobilehome Park Owners Political Action Community, 
advising him that a contribution to his campaign in the ' sum 
of $1,000 would be forthcoming. INGALLS stated that he would 
-normally accept such a contribution, however, there was a 
vote scheduled on Assembly Bill 450 which related to mobilehome 
park. tenancies the following day. In view of this scheduled 
vote, INGALLS stated he returned the check for $1,000 
immediately after it was received, and he later learned that 
Assemblymen WILLIAM CRAVEN and PAUL PRIOLO had also returned 
checks that they received on the same date. 


INGALLS further: advised that ‘the en lobbyist 
for the Mobilehome Park Owners Association is CRAIG BIDDLE. 
INGALLS stated that to his knowledge BIDDLE never would make 

‘- such a contribution so close to the time a vote was to be 
taken. INGALLS advised that his office contacted BIDDLE and 
BIDDLE knew nothing about the $1,000 contribution. 


INGALLS was then asked if he was familiar with 
Lobbyist DONALD KENT BROWN. INGALLS stated that he was 
familiar with BROWN and BROWN's wife and he regards D. K. 
BROWN. as one of the most professional men in the business. 
INGALLS -advised that he has spoken to BROWN regarding BROWN's 
association with Suma Corporation and BROWN told him that he 
had been recruited to work for Suma Corporation by NADINE 
HENLEY. . INGALLS also recalled receiving a contribution of 
$500 in 1972 and the contribution was given to him by D. K. 
BROWN who stated that it should be reported as coming from 
Mr. HOWARD HUGHES' personal account. INGALLS stated he had 
very good recollection regarding this check as he was very 
impressed with receiving funds from HOWARD HUGHES personally. 
INGALLS further advised that he received a check for $750 
in 1974 from Suma Corporation, however, he could not recall 
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how these funds were transmitted to him. INGALLS said the 
interviewing Agents. may review the records of his campaign 
contributions, which are kept at the CPA firm of E. T. Jacbos, 
Riverside, California. 
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1 Date of transcription ee 6/ 24/ 77 
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WILLIAM BRUCE ROBERTS, Registered Lobbyist, — 
_ Whose clients include the Associated General Contractors 
of Calificrnia, Incorporated; California Council of 
Independent Oil Companies; and Governmental Relations 
Association, was interviewed for the purpose of gathering 
information which Mr. ROBERTS had previously indicated 
might be of interest to the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
(FBI) relative to State corruption. J 
Mr. ROBERTS advised that he and fellow lobbyists 
in Sacramento, California, have heard various rumors 
indicating that the FBI was engaged in investigations 
regarding corrupt governmental activities at the State 
level and, for that reason, wanted to share with the 
interviewing Agents information which he felt might be 
of interest in this area. 


ROBERTS advised that one of the rumors circulating 

among fellow lobbyists is the fact that lobbyist DONALD 

KENT BROWN has been the subject of FBI inquiry during 

recent weeks. ROBERTS stated that he and others in his 

profession have been curious to know why BROWN has been 

so successful in securing lucrative contracts from nation~ 

wide corporations, among whom are included Dow Chemical Z 

Company, Summa Corporation, and the Sohio Oil Corporation. i 

ROBERTS stated that, although unable to offer any specific 

information or documentation, he and .other lobbyists 

believe that BROWN enjoys a unique relationship with the 

hierarchy of the Democratic party including recently retired * 
, Chairman of the Democratic Central Committee and Los Angeles 

based attorney CHARLES MANATT. Additionally, ROBERTS stated 

that BROWN has befriended Governor EDMUND BROWN, JR.'s 

cabinet member DONALD BURNS who recently stepped down 

as the head of the State's Business and Transportation: 

Department and it appears that he is capitalizing on 

BURNS' friendship in order to secure many of the more 

important and influential clients. Mr. ROBERTS stated 
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_ that with the passage of the Political Reform Act of 


1974, which became effective January 1, 1975, the role 
of the lobbyist in Sacramento was appreciably curtailed. 
He advised that heretofor lobbyists were permitted to 
transmit political campaign contributions from their 
clients to legislators whom they were wooing for support 
on legislation favorable to the clients. Additionally, 
he explained that the lobbyists accountability for activity 
in this area was not as closely scrutinized as it is at 
this time and, for that reason, certain liberties were 
taken which they can no longer risk. He advised that 
DONALD KENT BROWN was one of several lobbyists who were 
known to distribute large sums of monies to legislators 
for their respective campaigns prior to the Political 
Reform Act and suspects that BROWN continues to direct 
or perhaps: transmit monies, although against the law 

at the present time.’ ROBERTS offered that this may be 
one of the reasons why BROWN is currently ranked among 
the more successful lobbyists at this time. 


- Mr. ROBERTS advised that regrettably both parties, 
but most particularly the Democratic party in the State of 
California, have operated “slush funds" under the guise of 


accounts known as the Democratic Assembly Fund. He stated 
that these monies were gathered in the form of political 





contributions from many major business concerns throughout 
the State who were in.need-of favorable legislation from 
the majority party in power. Mr. ROBERTS suggested that 
a close examination-of the aforementioned slush funds may 
reveal the misapplication of monies which go directly to 
leading party figures many of whom are not involved in 
re-election campaigns. 


ROBERTS then offered that he.and other legit;mate 
and well respected lobbyists are aware that there are 
certain leading State Senators who are unhesitant in the - 
use of suttle extortion from lobbyists and their clients. 
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He explained that in many cases the suttle extortion 
occurs. under the guise of tickets for fund raisers 
which frequently .cost as much as $1,000 per ticket. 

He stated that the particular Senators to whom he refers, 
namely Senator RALPH C. DILLS and Senator ALFRED H. SONG, 
or their Administrative Assistants, will contact a particular 
‘lobbyist and/or their governmental liaison officer at the 
offices of the lobbyist's client and suggest the need for 
their participation in a fund raiser or campaign re-election. 
Mr. ROBERTS stated that in either case, be it the lobbyist 
who is being solicited or the client himself, they are 

aware that should they decline to purchase upwards of 

$5,000 or more in tickets for the particular needs of 
Senators DILLS or SONG they run the serious risk of 

having their legislation defeated in subcommittee hearings 
at the Senate level of the State government. He advised 
that Senator DILLS and Senator SONG have long capitalized 

on this technique and have gathered thousands of dollars 
through this approach. ROBERTS stated that in the case of 
Senator DILLS, he has frequently directly approached 
lobbyists for monies contrary to the Political Reform +c¢—— 
Act of 1974. .Additionally, he advised that Senator DILLS' 
Administrative Assistant, one DICK'FLOYD, who is known as 

a heavy drinker in Sacramento political circles, frequently 
makes the approach to Lobbyists and/or their clients in 
behalf of DILLS. He suggested that if Mr. FLOYD were 
contacted under the right set of circumstances and felt 

that his position was threatened by illegal efforts on 

his part to solicit monies for DILLS, he might extend his 
full cooperation regarding the number of payoffs which DILLS 
has received over the years in office. | 













ROBERTS offered as an illustration of DILLS' 
brashness in soliciting monies that many people engaged 
in business activities in the State have indicated to he 
and others that when in contact with DILLS concerning 
their needed legislation, DILLS has unhesitatingly informed 
them that he would be willing to move in their favor on 
legislation providing certain monies were made available. 
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3 ROBERTS stated that he strongly suggests that 

the FBI scrutinize the bills which Senator DILLS 
introduces and in the majority of cases where that —— 
legislation would favorably affect a given trade association 
or individual business, the chances are extremely good 
that he received some type of remuneration in the form of 
a political payoff or campaign “contribution. _ 


ROBERTS advised that fellow lobbyist GERSON 
RIBNICK is -known-to-be very closely associated with Senator 
DILLS and suspects that RIBNICK's clients, among whom are 
included 46 specialized business associations, have regularly 
paid DILLS requested or unsolicited monies in order to move 
favorable legislation in behalf of his clients. ROBERTS 
offered that RIBNICK.currently has a bill before the State 
Assembly commonly referred to as the Subcontractors Bill of |. 
Rights, SB -630,1,2,3,4, which may have had the backing of 
DILLS and if supported by DILLS will net him a certain 
sum of remuneration, possibly in the form of $5,000 ox 
$10,000 worth of "“ftind raiser dinner" tickets which is 
often the ploy used by DILLS and others in receiving 
their payoffs from lobbyists and their clients for whom 
they move legislation favorable to them. ROBERTS further 
offered that Senator DILLS' wife is an Oriental who is 
understood to live extravagantly and possibly beyond the 
-financial means. of DILLS. He stated that DILLS' wife's 
brother has been on the legislative payroll as a Sergeant at 
Arms which he considers a political patronage type job. 


ROBERTS then advised that in his judgment the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) should closely 
scrutinize State Senator ALFRED H. SONG's activities in 
the same manner in which he referred the Agents to 
senator DILLS. He explained that SONG-has the same 
unenviable reputation of extorting monies via lobbyists | 
representing clients who would be favorably. or adversely 
affected by legislation before the Senate and particularly 
SONG. He stated that Senator SONG, although relatively 
inactive in suttle extortions of monies for "fund raisers" 
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from lobbyists and their clients during the past year, has 
had an extremely bad reputation in this type of activity 
' over his tenure as'a State Senater. ROBERTS stated that 
“fellow lobbyist ROBERT J. BECKUS has bragged to fellow 
lobby#sts and presumably others that he allegedly "owns" 
SONG, presumably as the result-of payoffs which have been 
made to SONG at SONG's request over his years in office 
as a State Senator. ROBERTS again suggested that where 
SONG appears-to be making a concerted effort to move 
legislation in behalf of a given industry or association 
of business types, the strong possibility exists that. 
prior to his movement in their behalf they agreed to make 
available sums of money in the forms of political 
.. contributions and/or. "fund raiser" dinner tickets in 
amounts of $5,000 or more in order to get SONG's 
'* support. oe oe | " 


The conversation was. then turned. by ROBERTS 
to the alleged influence of organized.unions, or organized 
criminal elements, upon the State legislative bodies. 
ROBERTS stated that in his judgment the unions operating . 
within the State of California are no longer a force to ¢ 
be reckoned with by the two major political parties in 
that the. leadership of those unions can.no longer dictate 
to their membership whom they should vote for as a block. 


‘In this connection, ROBERTS offered that corrupt 
union activities continue to occur to the present time in 
that threats and intimidation are regularly made to contractors 
and subcontractors by union hierarchy who are seeking payoffs 
to insure labor peace. ROBERTS stated that he was speaking 

- authoritatively on this subject as several of his clients are 
major building contractors and associations within the State 
of California, 





To illustrate his point, ROBERTS cited a situation 
that he was personally familiar with which occurred between 
1972 and 1973 when California State Highway I-5 was then 
under construction. He advised that a close friend, 
associate, and client, JACK MATICH, the owner of the 
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Matich Construction Company, believed based in Riverside, 
California, was one of the prime contractors of the 
construction of I-5. He advised that construction unions, 
particularly in the Fresno, California, area perpetrated 
numerous acts of sabotage on equipment owned by the 
Matich Construction Company and other contractors in, an 
effort to convince the owners that they should make 
payoffs to high ranking construction union officials 

in .order to insure Labor peace. ~ 


ROBERTS stated that on one occasion he attended 
a meeting with MATICH and other contractors on the job site 
during the construction of I-5 and, due to the hot weather at 
the time, all of the executives of the construction companies 
took off their coats. ‘He advised that he observed that 
all of the individuals, whom he: approximated to number 20, 
were carrying weapons for their self-protection. 


ROBERTS stated that JACK MATICH, a former 
President of the National Association of Contractors, 
undoubtedly was intimidated and threatened by unknown 
union officials to make payoffs, particularly while 
construction was going forward in the Fresno, California, 
area and; in his judgment, union difficulties became | 
strained when he refused. ROBERTS suggested that MATICH 
be interviewed for information which he is positive he 
possesses regarding corrupt construction union officials 
operating locals in_the State of California and, further, 
feels that he can refer the FBI to contractors and 
subcontractors who have made payoffs in order to insure 
that their contracts remain in effect during a major 
construction project. 


: ROBERTS further advised that it was his understanding 
that alleged Mafia boss JIMMY "THE WEASEL" FRATIANNO has . 

been engaged in the extortion and loansharking of considerable 
amounts of monies to the owners of small dump truck companies 
in the San Francisco, California, area. ROBERTS stated 
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that it is his understanding that truck drivers interested 
in securing their own small companies and equipment have 

gone to FRATIANNO for loans on which he attaches exorbitant . 
interest rates that ultimately cost them double or three 
times the cost of the vehicles which they acquire. 

ROBERTS suggested that if the FBI is not aware of FRATIANNO's 
involvement in the shylocking of monies to dump truck © 
drivers, it behooves the FBI to make inquiries as they 

will undoubtedly come upon individual truck owners who 

have fallen victim to this activity by FRATIANNO and 

his associates. ROBERTS stated that it is his understanding 
that FRATIANNO's activities in the dump truck business 
continues to the present time. ; 


‘ROBERTS was then questioned as to his familiarity. 
with the operation of the State Legislative Counsel. ) 


ROBERTS stated that the Legislative Counsel 
consists of a group of State retained attorneys, legal 
advisors, and secretarial staff which are available 
to State Legislators for legal advice on their proposed 
legislation and the regulations to which they must adhere 
to in the conduct of their State business and political 
campaign. ROBERTS stated that the Legislative Counsel 
is considered a "rubber stamp" in that it serves the 
State Legislators and, in most instances, offers legal 
opinions which the Legislators themselves are actually 
seeking. ROBERTS stated that GEORGE MURPHY, the Chief) 
Legislative Counsel, has just recently retired but prior 
to leaving office was considered very accommodating to 
elected officials seeking his department's advice on 
legislative and political campaign matters. 


ROBERTS was then asked whether he was personally 
familiar with a Democratic Assembly Fund which has come 
to the attention of the FBI during the course of an 
investigation. ROBERTS stated that the Democratic Assembly 
Fund is in reality a ‘slush fund" which is a repository 
for monies made available by contributors and in certain 
instances securely elected Democratic politicians for 
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utilization in.the campaigns of Democrats where their 
races appear close against their Republican opponents. 
ROBERTS stated that it is his understanding that the 
monies which are doled out from the Democratic Assembly 
Fund during an election campaign are actually distributed 
by the Speaker of the State Assembly providing that in 
that particular year he is a Democrat. 


ROBERTS advised -that the interview with the 
FBI has enlightened him as to the various areas of 
investigation which are being probed at this time. 
ROBERTS offered that he feels confident that he can refer 
the FBI to other lobbyists and honest politicians who 
may be willing to come forward with information regarding 
the corrupt political practices of a small but extremely 
important nucleus of State Senators and Assemblymen who, 
in his judgment, are corrupt. ROBERTS stated that he 
would immediately contact the FBI on receipt of any 
information along the areas discussed that date. 
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On April 20, 1977, SA NORBERT R. LINKER contacted ~ 
AUSA WILLIAM JOHN RATHJE, Los Angeles, at which time RATHJE 
was furnished a copy of the April 13, 1977, interview of 
ROBERT MORETTI for his examination and determination of 
possible federal violations contained therein. 


During: this contact, RATHJE was referred to California 
Penal Code .(CPC) Section 85 which carries a penalty of one to 
ten years for giving or offering bribes to members of the State 
Legislature. 


RATHJE was further referred to California State 
Government Code Section 9909, requiring a notification of 
bribe offers by elected State officials to appropriate 
agencies, which was repealed in 1974. 


RATHJE advised he would review the MORETTI interview, 
research the State Government Code, and Penal Code, to deter- 
mine whether the allegations offered by MORETTI constitute 
violations of the Racketeer Influence and. Corrupt Organizations 
(RICO) statute. 


On April 26, 1977, AUSA RATHJE advised SA LINKER 
that he had completed his legal research of the MORETTI inter- 
view and had concluded the bribe offers alleged by MORETTI, 
particularly the 1972 and'1973 offers of $100,000 cash by 
lobbyists representing the Independent Mortgage Brokers 
Association, constitute violations of the RICO statute. 


AUSA RATHJE stated in his opinion, vanue in this 
RICO matter is in Sacramento as the bribes: were offered to 
MORETTI in that city. - 


On September 22 and 23, 1977, extensive discussions 
were held by SA MULLIGAN and SA LINKER with AUSA THOMAS T. 
COURIS and USA DWAYNE KEYES at Sacramento. During this conver- 
sation, it became obvious that a great deal of investigative 
work would be nécessary to bring this case and others which © 
would logically grow out of scheduled testimony of ROBERT 
MORETTL, to be taken by the Federal Grand Jury on September 28, 
1977, to a logical conclusion. 
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AUSA COURIS also advised that a review of CPC Sections 
85 and 86 with reference to bribe offers and acceptance of . 
bribes would constitute vilations of the RICO statute when 
there aré two or more bribe offers. 
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was acvise ée nature 
the following information: 





of the interview and furnishe 


b6 
b7C 


From[ _juntil he was never approached by any 
lobbyist or client of a lobbyist and offered any money or any- 
thing else in return for his vote on any legislation. He 
recalled that on one occasion five or six years ago, an unknown 
older man came into his office and asked him to carry a piece 
of legislation for him. He thought it concerned food processing, 
and if he would carry this legislation, this indivicual offered 
him a partnership in the business. He stated he thought the 
man was a kook and told him to leave. The individual had no 
credentials as a lobbyist and he has no idea who he was. The 
man indicated he was from Arizona. He never saw him again. 


He was askec Li he Knew 
He advised that he knew| ~—_—sCJhowever did_not have 


- ose relationshin D him. ke explained that| | 


fe went on to say at while 
Many times their committees handled the same legislation, he 
was not close to[._] due to age differences and legislative 
ppoeees 


< He was not aware of[ __———_—siever’ sitting on 
4s legislation in order to fill his campaign coffers. He had heard 
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rumors to this effect but had no specific information that 
this was true. 


He was asked if he recalled Senate Bill (SB) 243 
introduced by Senator BEILENSON. He was shown a copy of the 
bill and replied he did recall it, however did not remember 

i from the bill. He thought that 


He had no information that{ _|was ever 
offered or accepted any bribes in return for political favors. 


Ee was questioned concerning his relationship with 
State Senator ALFRED SONG. He advised he knew Senator SONG Z 
but was not particularly close to him. He advised that two DIC 
or three years ago, Senator SONG came to him on the floor of 
the Assembly, handed him a brochure, and stated, Here's some- 
thing I'm interested in, look at it and see if you are inter- 
ested. He looked at the brochure, which was about a travel 


agency, and told SONG he had always been interested in travel 
agencies sincel SONG told him he 
could buy in for five or seven thousan ollars. Some time 


later, he told SONG he did not think he could raise the money. 
Ee remembered that SONG told him there were to be four partners 
in the travel agency which was operational in the Los Angeles 
area. SONG did not tell him who the other two partners were. 


He subsequently learned that as the owner of a travel 
agency and also as an elected official, it would be illegal for 
him to travel at reduced rates based on a California Constitutional 
Amendment passed in the 1930's or 1940's. This, coupled with his 
inability to raise the money, led him ultimately to tell SONG he 
was not interested and he thought no more about it. 


Some time later, a newsman_contacted him about him 


being in business with Senator SONG a lobbyist, 

and a fourth man whose name he does not recall. He also learned 
from the newsman that a Declaration_of Intention had been filed 
with the federal government stating was a partner in 


a travel agency with these same men. He knew nothing about this 
filing and contacted SONG, who stated the declaration had been 
filed by the travel agency and was standard procedure. 
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He never proceeded any further with the travel agency, 
never put up any money, and never authorized anyone to use his 
name. 


He has no information to the effect that Senator SONG 
has ever accepted bribes, gifts, trips, etce., in return for 
political favors. He knows SONG has had marital problems, 


drinks, and has the reputation of a_swinger, but could offer 
nothing specific. He advised that [ 
i lenows Senator SONG quite well. 


He was asked whether| __——s—sédW represented 


during the time period when the 
Capitol restoration issue was being debated. 


during this time. bé 


He was asked if[___] exerted any undue influence 
or bribed any of the legislators in order to obtain a favorable 
vote for his client. 


He replied that he was unaware of[ _ exerting any 
influence or bribing any of the legislators. 


le explained that there has been much criticism 
of the Capi ion program, and he feels it is unwar- 





He then began an investigation to 
determine the feasibility of restoring the old Capitol or 
building a new one. Senator RANDOLPH COLLIER was pushing for 

a new Capitol at a cost of 90 million dollars plus and then 
restoring the old Capitol as a museum for another 40 million 
dollars. COLLIER approached him to request the new Capitol as 
a "monument to a dying man."’ He told COLLIER he was not going 
to do anything until he had studied the matter. Ee and COLLIER 
did not get on too well after that. 


Ee a 
[Jane other places to obtain_expertise necessary to 
make a decision. In discussion with{SS«dS handling the 
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he learned 





At this point in time, the restoration project was 
advertised in all the trade journals. Approximat QO responses 
were received. These responses were reviewed by 
an architect appointed by then Governor RONALD REAGAN who 
advised that most of those who had responded were not qualified 
to do the work. [____—sid|pared the list to ten and then to four. 


as | not meet with any of the four finalists 
in order to preclude anyone from saying he had been involved in 
any deal. Each member of the committee was furnished with HE 
written criteria by which to grade the four finalists. Those DIC 


finalists in turn were advised of what the committee would be 
considering. 


As the hearing approached, the four finalists began 
lobbying activities. He recalled officials of one of the 
finalists, tried to i but he refused. Their lobbyist, 
(first name unknown was active. He thought one 
of the other finalists was honetic) but did not 
remember the last company. represented Continental- 
Heller and actively lobbied. no improprieties in 
this matter. 








He knew oO 


Following the hearings, Continental-Heller was head 
and shoulders over the other three. In the area of restoration 
expertise and positive action, Continental-Heller had a proposed 
program where the others did not. He advised there was no wrong- 
doing involved and no money was paid to anyone, to his knowledge, 
in order to insure Continental-Heller was awarded this contract. 
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He was asked if he knew of any Asserblymen or Senators 
who were considered to be approachable with regard to accepting 
monies under the table, He stated that he_had heard rumors that 
Senators ALFRED SONG] _——s|COLLIER, and~L_——Cs—C—S—CO cord 
be approached but reiterated it was only rumor. 


He was asked if he knew of any lobbyists whe had 
offered bribes to any elected officials. He replied that he 
did not. 


Re was asked if he knew| sd and replied he had 
met him but did not know him_well. He stated that could 


affect legislation through 
peas He denied that had any influence in 
is own cistrict. 
He was asked if he was aware of the hearings |__| 
core ienoe canes eee on the controversy. he 
kn 


ew about them but was unawa ir short duration. He 
has never discussed this nj espana He is unaware of any 
payoff or political pressure exerted to stop these hearings. He 
advised that the only political pressure that could be exerted 


would have to come from the Speaker of the Assembly, and he was, 
close to Mr. MORETTI and knew of no such pressure. BIC 






He was asked about Mr. MORETTI and stated he had no 
information to indicate Mr. MORETTI had ever accepted money 
illegally or even been approached. 


He was asked if he was familiar with "cinch bills." 
He asked if that was a bill that was sure of passage. He was 
advised that these bills have been described as those contro- 
versial bills guaranteed to obtain campaign contributions from 
proponents or opponents te stated he was unaware of this term 
however then discussed 
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He was aske campaigned for] 
in and who paid his expenses. He 
said he did not know since never discussed it with him. 
6 
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Senator ALFRED 
H. SONG, telephonically contacted SA NORBERT R. LINKER at the 


Sacramento Office of the FBI to advise that she had just placed 
several documents pertaining neat caieee eae 
Senator SONG in the mail ee and use of the in 

its on-going investigatio stated some of the . 
documents that she has forwarded include documentation regarding 
Senator SONG's involvement with the American International 

Travel Service, Inc., doing business as Scandanavian Travel 

Service Bureau, 6160 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Cali- bé 
fornia, which reflects SONG as a 25% owner of that company. bic 


Che advised documents also forwarded will reflect the namesof b7D 
artners in the aforementioned travel service as 





was responsible 


Additionally, _ advised among the documents 
forwarded is a letter directed to her by| isi 
ated Novembe 2.1975. in which he makes reference tq  _ 


further advise he fj incorporating documents which pertain 





Also forwarded 18 an itemized listing of] =| 
roperty which she contends was at|  _ss—ses—i—‘“‘iéisS 
[t~‘“i‘C;‘s‘s‘s‘s‘“‘iC A CéSHHHe@:«sPtimfe@e 


 — 
—_—————]" She stated inclydad among those items or] 
[———TiiSted by her are the|  ———C—C“‘(C®NCOCOCOCS 


Thich she has previously reterred to as items| ——s 


advised 
included is a letter directed to SONG Irom the El Macero 
Country Club relative to the sale of his membership, which as 
of April 1, 1976, would represent a price of $1,900. 
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. Lemme tere she would assume that the documents 
which she Made reterence to would arrive at the FBI Office, 


Sacramento, by November 1, 19/77. 
|__| was then questioned concerning certain 
aspects of information which she made available during previous 


interviews. Specifically[_—s——s |] was questioned as to her 
j ip between 
and Senator 6 


Stated according to information which she received from SONG 
was initially 

as a result of efforts 
exerted an unrecalled associate 
of who at one time served as former Governor RONALD 
REAGAN's appointment aid. She stated as her memory served her, 
a friend of SONG 











after which Un 


exerted certain influences which led to 
for whic e recelivec , 000 


rom according to 2. 


stated it was further understood by her 
that is areca a ote his friendship 
with SONG goes back several years, an e possibility exists 
ae _ be —— with SONG's et 


[was then asked_if she could clarify the 
relationship that existed Between _ SONG 
inasmuch as she alleges that SONG received O from) ss 
nena ay encipatt off 

for influence hE C axerted that enabled| | 

: 3 obtain| .-—«—s——C——C—CTC“(?#$NNCOC—C—C~CS™S 
stated it is her understanding through conversation Te tie 

had with SONG that] _] transmitted $25,000 to SONG, as well as 
another $25,000 to an unknown sssssssssssssssssssssSssssseseseeeeee 
a i i 


fe ME ASHE 2 eTror in gettineg| | the 


e stated 1t 1s aiso her 


Ces ee ee 
eee 

understanding that some time subsequent to the alleged ayoff 
to SONG and the nae ee 
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exerted influences to securd _la position of some type in 
the government, which he holds at the present time. 


hen offered that at the time Peal 
SONG maintained a checking an 
Savings account at the Capitol Mall branch of the Bank of 


America, Sacramento, but was also understood to have one or 
more bank accounts in his district, Monterey Park, California, 
the banks of which are unknown to her. 


was then asked whether she could better 
clarify her understanding of the relationship which existed 


between the Korean TONG SUN PARK and SONG inasmuch as she had bé 
previously mentioned that PARK had either sponsored or financed b7C 
or was in attendance at a_party honoring SONG in his southern b7D 
California district area[______| stated although she did not 
attend the party to which she was referred, she was positive that 


the date of the affair was February 14, 1975, at the residence 
of some influential businessman in southern California who had 
either sold or was in partnerships with TONG SUN_PARK in the 

operation of a quarter horse ran€&h in that area. 






was unable to atten @ attair but state 3 
conversations with SONG and newspaper coverage of the affair by 
the "Los Angeles Times," she came to learn that TONG SUN PARK 
was definitely in attendance and theorized that he financed a 
portion of the affair. 


i emeeuceruae eee she will continue efforts to locate 
and transmit other documents relative to SONG and his suspected 
illegal activities during his tenure as a California State 
Senator. 


3 
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was interviewed at his office located 
at in San Francisco. He provided the 
following information: 






by the then California Governor RONALD REAGAN. 
served in that capacity until the early months of 1976, shortly 
after Governor BROWN assumed office. 


In the latter 


months o | a sub-committee was —— to ——— 


Atthough| __|was, himself, not a member of 
this sub-committee, and does not recall attending any meetings, 
he does recall a few of the members on that committee. They 
are as follows: 


[ om 


employed by 
acting as representative for 


ndustry. 







There were also some three to four others who 
came from Housing Community Development. 


[| _was unaware as to how the committee 
members were named other than some persons in the state 


administration had appointed them. 


When asked if he was aware off 


ee a es 


ip 
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requesting t ointment of any person[___—_—vaguely 
recalls name had come up in that context, but 
could not remember the details with any specificity. 


When asked regarding] | position with the 
sub-committee, rs were at that time somewhat 
surprised that employee would be on the 


committ ecause or the possible conflict of interest. 
[position was b is being a representa- 
EOE ee | industty in 
Curn, was bringing his own expertise and that o 
to -committee on technical questions 
regarding 


had heard what he emphasized to be rumors 
regarding being the guiding force on the sub-committee. 


had no knowledge and had heard no rumors 
regarding a bé 
[din Order to conform with the standards that were bic 
ultimately adopted by the sub-committee. 


J balked at enforcing thel 
|_—_—_—_—sifrequirements adopted by the committee” 


_ sd Re IMaware oO € current status of thel —s«_—s_if 
_ J equirement. 





any expert in the area who was prevented from 


: 0 
ppaoneseane ht views to the sub-committee as to limitations of 


When ask had any contact with 

office, advised that the only contact was in 
the form of a letter (contents unrecalled) tha 
at about the time he had balked over the 


|__| suggested that an 
while not a committee men} 






be interviewed. 
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|. 
nowledgeable 


also sug 
contacted and interviewed as 
regarding the background of 


s now employed 
telephone number 


also advised tha i pan, 








in 
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—  Slel% => ssn Rog 

[C™~“:‘CSC*CSCSCSC Wats inte Viewed at his ace 
[eee ee ee 


Of buSiness, 
Pasadena, California, 91101, telephone number} ss 


does business asf —‘“‘“‘(C;C*~*™*™~™CS 
The company is involved in thef _———— 
fp te ee 


e company has also been involved in thep 


field and is currently concentrated in providing] 
concer ng. 2 
resides at 

| Cid AArcadia, California. He is a graduate of Stanford 
University and also holds a masters degree in business — 
administration from Stanford. ae 


| 


While attending Stanford University[ 
became acquainted with NED HUTCHINSON. During the 
administration of California Governor RONALD REAGAN, the 


Governor appointed HUTCHINSON as his appointments secretary. 
HUTCHINSON apparently recalled that lived in 
southern California and frequently contacted 


concerning possible recommendations for various appointed 
positions to be filled within the REAGAN administration. 
When Proposition 20 was passed in California, HUTCHINSON 
recommended to the REAGAN administration tha 

be appointed as a State Commissioner of the California 
Coastal Commission. He was in fact appointed to that 
position by Governor RONALD REAGAN and assumed the duties 
of that position on January 1, 1973. 






through 
He was re-appointed to that position 
in 1974, by California Governor EDMUND G. BROWN, JR. Duri 
the peri that Ss 
he met with at least 
twice per month. One of these meetings would be held in 
hile the other monthly meeting would usually 


e held in Three or four times per vear 
— would ns a in the area off 


Los Angeles 
10/6/78 a, Pasadena, California 183-568 


Interviewed on ____ Ri le 


SA JOSEPH T. SHEEHAN/cks/clt 10/10/78 
by Oe Date dictated 
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ee bé 
During ne period of their ree 


association on the often 


discussed various 6 OjJects and/or topics with 
prior to bringing the matter up before 


In some cases it was obvious tof that ee 


was attempting to "lobby" for  _——CdF™on )6some issues." 
With regard tof sn amg] not conduct 


any type of "lobbying campaian or any other 
member of the is oc he 
Opinion that mos of the] — /| 
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[| __|nas never been involved in a business 
relationship with anyone associated Ot hier 
[jor | He nab never-recorve 
any monies or gifts or had any financial dealing with 
anyone associated with those organizations. He has not 


held an elected position appointed only i 

en = 
Ld does not recall cifically hearing 

any discussion afeer[ vote concerning 

the possibility of someone being “paid off" to influence 


their vote. Quite often however when a vote went against 
the "Liberals on the staff or 

comments would often be heard Concerning Someone obviousl 
paying off the more conservative members of 


for their vote. This practice had been used often by 
erate frighten not only[  Pbut also 
politicians who might have had an interest ina particular 


issue. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


FOR THE 


EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


GEORGE A. BRONSON, 
Plaintiff, 


VS-e 


GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr.; 
AND DIRECTORS L.P. GRAY, CLARENC 
KELLEY, WILLIAM RUCKELSHAUS; U.S. 
DEPT. OF JUSTICE, U.S. re 
DWAYNE KEYES, DONALD HELLER; Ss.) 
TREASURY DEPT., SECRET ean ) 
FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE/GSA, ) 
DIRECTOR, OFPICERS CLEMONS (BADGE ) 
) 
) 
) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
E ) 
) 
) 


3327), JAMES CHASTAINE, CLARENCE 
L. SNELSON; LUV SECURITY SERVICE, 
OFFICERS GREER AND W.W. SMITH; 
LEON JAWORSKI; GEN. ALEXANDER 
HAIG; STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTOR- ) 
NEY GENERAL EVELLE J. YOUNGER, ) 


STATE CONTROLLER HOUSTON I. FLOUR-) 
NOY, MARC POCHE, CALIFORNIA HIGH- ) 
WAY PATROL, COMMISSIONER GLENDON ) 
B. CRAIG, STATE POLICE, CHIEF GUY ) 
R. OATES, OFFIC L.D. SHERWOOD ) 
AND S$.W. WESTON, RONALD REAGAN ) 
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMIN. ,) 
U.S. ARMY; WINCHESTER/OLIN CORP., ) 
REMINGTON/DUPONT CO.:; COLT INDUS.;) 
SACRAMENTO COUNTY, SHERIFF DUANE ) 
LOWE, D.A. JOHN PRICE; CITY OF ) 
SACRAMENTO, POLICE DEPT. CHIEF ) 
W.J. KINNEY; NRA;- IACP; NAT'L ) 
SHERIFFS ASSN; AT&T, PACIFIC TELE-~) 
PHONE; WESTERN UNION; SMUD; L.A.) 
COUNTY, SHERIFF PITCHESS; CITY OF ) 
L.A., MAYOR T. BRADLEY, CHIEF ED. ) 
DAVIS; and JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH 


Defencants. 
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Plaintiff George A. Bronson, in propria persona, files this 


2|| AMENDED COMPLAINT as a matter of course before service of a re- 
3} sponsive pleading to his original complaint. F.R.Civ.P. Rule 1S. 
4 Plaintiff's original complaint was filed with the Clerk of 
5 |} the Court, United States District Court for the Fastern District | 
6 || of California on August 20, 1976. Because of related case mater- 


ramento, plaintiff has received continuances from this Court on 
October 31, 1977 and January 3, 1978, pursuant to Local Rule 117. 
10 JURISDICTION . 
i Plaintiff complains against defendants, 4nd each of:them, 
12 | and alleges: 
13 I 
14 Plaintiff, GEORGE A, BRONSON, is President of Anchor Inter- 
15 national, Ince., a corporation incorporated under the laws of the 
16 | State of California, having its principal place of business in 
17 the State of California; is a Yale graduate Inventor and Patent 
Holder of Record in the United States, MATO and other allied 
countries, and is a citizen of the State of California, whose 
pusiness address is Post Office Box 588, Sacramento, California 


95303. 


IT 
This Court has jurisdiction of this cause under and by 
virtue of; 
l. Title 28 of the United States Code, Section 1332, in 
that the matter in controversy exceeds the gum of ten thousand 


dollars ($10,000.), exclusive of interest and costs, and is 


ial activity in the Superior Court in and for the County of Sac- 


28 | between: Ronald Reagan-2747 


29 | (1) citizens of different States; | 

30 (2) Citizens duly appointed, emplcyed, and acting within 
31 their capacities as skilled professionals, elected or appointed, 
32 on behalf of the United States of America. | | 


a 


| 
! 
I 2. Title 28 of the United States Code, Sections 1331 ane 
2 1343, this being a suit in equity authorized by law, Title 42, 

3} United States Code, Section 1983, to be commenced by any citizens 
4 of the United States or other person within the jurisdiction 

5 thereof to redress the deprivation under color of statute, ordin.- 
6 ance, regulation, custom or useage of a State of rights, privi- 


7 leges, and immunities secured by the Constitution and the Laws of} 


g | the United States. The rights, privileges, and immunities 


9 Sought herein to be redressed are those secured by the First 

10 Amendment, Fourth Amendment, Sixth Amendment, and the Due 

11 Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amend- 

12 | ment to the Constitution of the United States. | 

13 3. Title 28 of the United States Code, Section 1343, for 

14 || deprivation of civil rights, including assault by police officer 
e 

15 acting under color of law, and to enjoin unconstitutional actions 

16 || of state officials. 

17 4. Title 23 of the United States Code, Sections 1346(b), 

18 2671 et sec., for damages under the Federal Tort Claims Act. 

19 S$. Title 28 of the United States Code, Section 1337, for 

30 interference with contractual business relationships and inter- 

21 state commerce. 

22 6. Title 42 of the United States Code, Sections 1981, 1982, 

23 | right to equal rights under the law. 

24 7. Title 42 of the United States Code, Sections 1993, 1985, 

25|| et seq., for deprivation of civil rights, and conspiracies and 

26 |} acts to interfere with civil rights. 

27 8. Federal Election Ganpeias Law and Act, and actions 

93 thereunder, of 1971, as amended eOonald Reagan-2748 

29 9. Controversies to which the United States is a party, 

30 || United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2. 

31 10. Title 15 of the United States Code, Sections 1,2 (Sher- 

32 man Act), anc Title 15, United States Code, Section 15 (Clayton 
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10 
11 


12 








Act), action for treble damages. 


ll. Title 28 of the United States Code, Sections 1346 (b), 
2671 et seq., Federal Tort Claims Act, as hereinafter more fully 
appears in plaintiff's causes of action, ONE through SEVENTY- 
FIVE, for civil actions against the United States within six (6) 
years of right of actionaccruing, and for tort claims against 


the United States within two (2) years of right of action accru- 


ing. 


Ronald Reagan-2749 
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12. Title 15 of the United States Code, Section 26, action 
for injunction under the Sherman Act, 
13. Title 42, United States Code, Section 1986, action for 


failure to prevent conspiracy to interfere with civil rights 


(238 USC 81343). 


Liles | 
The true names and capacities of defendants JOHN DOFS ONE 
THROUGH ONE HUNDRED are at this time unknown to plaintiff who 
sues said defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiff is in- 
formed and believes and thereon alleges that the JOHN DOES ONE 
THROUGH ONE HUNDRED defendants are responsible - in’ i gome’_ > 
manner’ for the occurrences herein alleged and proximately 
thereby caused injuries and damages to pldintiff as herein alleged 
IV 
Each and all of the acts of defendants alleged herein were 
done by defendants acting under the color and pretense of wuthore 
ity, statutes, Federal law, State law, regulations, and under the 
authority of their offices. 
V 
Defendants are, and at all times herein mentioned were, and 
to the best of plaintiff's knowledge are now duly appointed, er- 
ployed, and acting within their capacities as skilled profession- 
als, elected or appointed, within the Federal Government, State 
of California Government, County of Sacramento Government, City 
Of Sacramento Government, the Department of Defense, the United 
States Army, Federal Bureau of Infestigation, Federal Protective 
Service, or public corporations, or other businesses, organized 
and existing under the laws of California or with place of busi- 
ness addresses in this State in Sacramento County. 
Ronald Reagan-2750 
VI 
Acts complained of herein took place in Sacramento County,CA — 


and elsewhere. Fi 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
I 

The Court has jurisdiction in this matter under Title 23, 
United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 et seq., for depri- 
vation of civil rights, assaults by federal police officers acting | 
under color of law, the enjoinment of unconstitutional actions of 
state officials, for damages under the Federal Tort Claims Act; 
controversies to which the United States is a party, United States 
Constitution, Art. III, Sec. 2: Title 42, United States Code, Secs 
1981 et seq., particularly 881982,19583,1935,1986, interference 
with Civil Rights; redress for violations of the First, Fourth, 
and Sixth Amendments, and the Due Process and Equal Protection 
Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Consti- 
tution; Title 28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 et seq. 


Li 


Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 28, 
United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
equity authorized by law, Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1933, 
to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per-|. 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 
under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro- 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States. The matter in controversy, exclusive of 
interest and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand ($10,000.00) 

Ronald Reagan-2751 
Dollars. 
iii 
Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked because acts © 


defendants, under color of law anda authority, deprived plaintiff 


of tne 


C 


rivileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by Amend 
ments I, IV, VI, VII, and XIV to the United States Constitution. 
IV 

Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States whose 
business address is Post Office Box 536, sacramento, California : 
95303, the United States Post Office Building, 301 I Street (Sth 
and I Streets), Sacramento, California. 

V 

Defendants are: 

1. Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE of the UNITED STATES (GSA) 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION. Headquarters of the GSA are 
Washington, D.C. Local headauarters of the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE 
SERVICE (FPS) is 650 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 

2. Defs. OFFICERS CLEMONS (BADGE 3327), JAMES CHASTAINE, 
and CLARENCE SNELSON are uniformed agents and employees of the 
Sacramento FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE. 

3. DefS. OFFICERS GREER and W.W. SMITH (BADGE 30), unfforme 
employees of LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento, California. 

4. Def. LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento, California, by 
attorney Michael Sands, Sacramento, California, is under con- 
tract to the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE to performs services as 
contracted. } 

9. Defs. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and DIRECTOR CLAR- 
ENCE KELLEY. are headquartered in Washington, D.C., with local 
address of 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California. 

6. Def. “VICTOR MARTINEZ", 

| Ronald Reagan-2752 
VI -A | 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficiti- 


? | 
tious. names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
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VI =<B 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 of 
the United States Code, Sections 1343 and 1346(b); Title 42 of 
the United States Code, Section 1981 et seq.; Amendments I, IV, 
V, VI, VII, and XIV to the Constitution of the United States. 
VI << 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all. causes of action herein, herein-~ 
after. and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of privi- 


leges and immunities under color of authority and pretense of law. 
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That on August 22, 1975, in the County of Sacramento, State 
of California, in the United States Post Office, 801 "I" Street, 
Sacramento, California, defendants FPS OFFICERS CHASTAINE AND 
CLEMONS and LUV OFFICER GREER, under color of authority and pre- 
tense of law, and ermed with deadly weapons, and each of them, 
maliciously, wantonly, willfully, recklessly, wrongfully, vicious- 
ly, and violently, without cause or provocation, attacked, beat, 
strangled, handcuffed, illegally searched and seized, falsely ar- 
rested, falsely imprisoned, restrained, and struck ‘plaintiff in 
and about the face and head ana other parts of his body, and made 
other multiple physical abuses and injuries to plaintiff which re- 
quired plaintiff to go to the hospital for care and treatment, 
violating the securities, privileges and immunities guaranteed to 
plaintiff under the I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV Amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

VI 

That on August 22, 1975, plaintiff's right of privacy was 
wrongfully, unlawfully, conspiratorially and maliciously abused 
in the above-mentioned wrongful acts and conspiracies of defen- 
dants, and each of them, by the attacks, beatings, strangulations, 
handcuffing, illegal search and seizure, false arrest, false im- 
prisonment, restraint, and striking of plaintiff in and about the 
face and head and other parts of plaintiff's body. 

yrponald Reagan-2754 

The above-mentioned wrongful and conspiratorial and malicious 
acts constituted an invaaion of plaintiff's right of privacy in 
that plaintiff in no way consented to or authorized the unreason- 
able search, seizure, beating, handcuffing, strangulation, false 
imprisonment, and atier restraints, nor did plaintiff submit him- 
self voluntarily to the control and custody of the defendants, nor 


did plaintiff authorize any of these wrongful acts against his 


a 
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person, all of these wrongful acts being done willfully, mali- 
ciously, intentionally, and negligently against plaintiff by 
force from three (3) federal officers’ beating plaintiff. 
ViIitr 

The above-mentioned acts and conduct of the defendants, and 
each of them, claimed by them to be under federal authority, con- 
stituted an abuse of their federal authority and was not within 
their scope of employment as federal agents in that their acts 
and conduct were not based on the exercise or performance of a 
discretionary function or duty assumed by them as agents of the 
FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE and were not acts and conduct done 
pursuant to the regulations of the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE 
and were acts performed within the scope of defendants employment 
BUT WITHOUT EXERCISING DUE CARN WHILE ACTING WITHIN THE SCORE OF 
THEIR EMPLOYMENT, and defendants, and each of them, acted in 
fraud, corruption or malice. 


IX 


and each of them, plaintiff was deprived of rights, privileges, 
and immunities secured to him by the Constitution and Laws of the 
United States in that such conduct constituted an arbitrary in- 
trusion by defendants (gs) upon the security of plaintifs's privacy 
and body, thereby depriving plaintiff of life, liberty, and prop- 
erty without due process of law and plaintiff is entitled to re- 
lief under USC, Title 42, $1983. 
x 

That by reason of the injuries inflicted by defendants, and 
each of them, plaintiff was wounded and has suffered bodily pain 
and discomfort, and has suffered great pain of mind and mental 
anguish and emotional distress. 
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As a result of the above-mentioned conduct of the defend 
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AL 
That defendants, and each of them, knowingly and willfully 
organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress 
and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new 
lifesaving firearms and related technologies, by illegally beat- 
ing, strangling, handcuffing, and falsely imprisoning plaintiff. 
AIT 
That by reason of the injuries inflicted by defendants, and 
each of them, plaintiff was subjected to humiliation and indignity 
and suffered great mental pain and suffering, the damages and 
sums which shall be proved at trial. 
| ATIL 
That all of the foregoing acts were done and committed and 
caused by defendants, and each of them, with malice and ill will 
and with the intent and design of injuring and oppressing 
plaintiff, and in conspiracy with others, and for that reason 
plaintiff is entitled to and asks for punitive or exemplary dam- 
ages as shall be demonstrated at trial, and as incorporated here- 
in under DAMAGES from page 274. 
ALV 
That by reason of the injuries inflicted by da bendante: and 
each of them, plaintiff was compelled to and did expend sums for 
medical care and the employment of physicians and surgeons; by 
virtue of which plaintiff has incurred debts in amounts to be 
damsnateated at trial, which sums were necessary, reasonable and 
proper. 
XV 
That by reason of the injuries inflicted upon plaintiff by 
Ronald Reagan-2756 
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cdezencants, and each of them, slaintiff£ will continue to suffer 
great pain and anguish of kody and mind, and earning capacity, 
and plaintiff's injuries and damages shall be proved at trial; - 
and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
x 
‘TH SRIFORS, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and eacn of them, and others, in the sum and costs to be demon- 
strated at trial, and incorporated under DAMAGES on page 274, com 
pensatory, punitive, and such other relief deemed just and proper 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
r 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in Paragraphs I-VI,.JURISDICTION,. and 
Paragraphs [-X, FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION. 
If 
This Court has jurisdiction under Title 42, USC, Sec. 1981 
et sea., and violations ‘of Due Process and Ecual Protection Clause | 
of the Fourteenth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 
Lit 
Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States whose business 
address is Post Office Box 583, Sacramento, California. 


IV 


Plaintiff believes defendant's name of "Victor Martinez" is 
an alias, and so sues said "Victor Martinez" as a JOHN DOE-OUE 
TAROQUGH ONE HULIDRED, Ronald Reagan-2757 

V 

On August 22, 1975, at 301 I Street, Sacramento, California, 

the Federal Post Office Building at 8th and I Streets, Sacramen- 
without cause or provocation 

to, defendant "Martinez" assaulted/plaintiff by wrongfully, unlaw 

fully, intentionally, and menacingly tracking, FSitieetng: "dog- 


ing" olaintiff Eronson inside the U.S. Post Office, after. many 


iQ 


aL 


° 
e 


months of menacingly tracking, following, "dogging" plaintiff 
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BRONSOUT cutside the U.S. Post Cffice and throughout Sacramento 
County. Tach anc every time defendant "MARTINEZ" was around 
Slaintiif, plaintiff was immediately alarmed and apprehensive 
for his safety because of "MARTINEZ"'s concealed weapon on his 
person. Plaintiff was constantly, fearfully, and warily Shitting. 
his standing, sitting, walking, or driving positions in counter 
movement to the malicious, wanton, willful or reckless disregard 
for vlaintiff's rights exhibited by one "MARTINEZ". 
VI 

On August 22, 1975, in the United States Post Office, Sth 
and I Streets, Sacramento, defendant "MARTINEZ" appeared after 
plaintiff, and plaintiff feared for his life right in the Post 
Office by "MARTINEZ" gestures, walk, following, watching, of 
plaintiff. Plaintiff was so alarmed, fearful and apprehensive 
with the wrongful behavior of "MARTINEZ" in the Federal Building, 
that plaintiff warned défendants UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, FEDER- 
AL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, LUV SECURITY SERVICE, FPS OFFICERS CLEMON 
AND CHEASTAINE, and LUV OFFICERS GREER and W.W. SMITH that olain- 
tiff intended to place said "MARTINEZ" under citizen's arrest 
for narassment of plaintiff in the federal building. 

Vit | 

That on August 22, 1975, defendants, and each of them, Know- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized a new 
conspiracy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, to 
stop plaintiff BRONSON by forcible means from placing defendant 
"MARTINEZ" under citizens arrest, or to stop plaintifé£ from 
causing an arrest warrant to be issued for one "MARTINEZ", either 
from federal or local agencies. or exercising his privileges. 

| yrhqnald Reagan-2758 

That on August 22, 1975, defendants FPS and LUV officers 

did assault, beat, strangle, handcuff, illegally search and 


seize, falsely arrest, falsely imprison, and make other multiple 


a - 


without cause or provocatian 
1} physical abuses and injuries to plaintiff/under color of authorit: 


2|/and pretense of law, and armed with deadly weapons. Plaintiff 


3} does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference all allegations 


> 


set forth in plaintiff's FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION, violating securit: 

of his person, I,IV,VI,VII,and XIV Amendments to U.S. Constitution. 
IX 

' That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
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and agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 

10 ||] complainted of. Plaintiff was not arrested, was deprived immuni- 
3 ties and privileges. : 

12. By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
13 || of defendants, and each of them, and the fright and injuries 


14 | thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and 


15 || severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in 


16 aise and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of whic 
17 | shall be proved at trial, and as inccrporated herein under DANAGES 
1g || from page 274. 

19 AL 

sect “WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


91} and each of them, the sum and costs of which shall be proved at 


97 ||\trial, compensatory and punitive damages; and just and prover: re-: 


23 — THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

24 I 

25 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
26 || all allegations of jurisdiction set forth in Paragraph I through 
27 VI, JURISDICTION; . 28 v.8.02781346 (b) °° 42 U.S.C. $1981 et“seq. 

ng ee Ronald Reagan-2759 

29 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


30 |}all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
31 || before and hereinafter complained of, for deprivations of —_ 


32 }ileges and immunities, Amendments I, IV,VI,VII, XIV, under color of 
law. m | 
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plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental anguish, physica 


III -A 


Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States; UNITED STATES i 
a party; amount in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 


ItI ~-B 
On August 22, 1975, ere FPS OFFICER JAMES CHASTAINE 
and LUY OFFICER GREER forcibly took plaintiff from the United 
States Post Office and forcibly took plaintiff to his business 


automobile parked in a private parking lot one block away. Plain- 






tiff was menaced by said defendants, and each of the, for some 
time at plaintiff's business automobile. Plaintiff not only 
feared for his continued personal safety from a deadly weapon or 
fists, but feared for the personal safety of innocent by-standers 
as well. Defendants had no cause or provacation to so act. 
IV 
That by reason of said acts plaintiff was placed in 
great fear for his life and physical well Beine: and the lives an 
physical well being of innocent by-standers, defendants then and 
there having the present ability to continue to beat plaintiff, 
and carry out their threats to kill plaintiff and/or beat, stran-~ 
gle, assault, handcuff, falsely arrest, falsely imprison, falsely. 
search and seize, plaintiff again, acting under color of authorit 
and pretense of law. Plaintiff was not arrested. 
V 
That defendants’ acts and threatened acts violate the First, 
Fourth, Sixth, Seventh and Fourteenth.Amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, depriving plaintiff privileges and imm 


ities. 
VI 


That by reason of the wrongful and malicious acts of defen- 
wounds 
dants, and each of them, and the pain/and fright caused plaintifé, 


pain, and business losses and has been injured in mind and body 
and earning capacity as will be demonstrated at trials DAMAGES 
pg 274. Ronald Reagan-2760 
VII 
WHEREFORE plaintifé demands jucdnens: against defendants, an 


each of them, the sum and costs to be peor ee at trial, compensa- 
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tory damages, punitive damages, and grant of such other relief 
that this Court may deem just and proper. 
FOURTH CAUSS OF ACTION 
I 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in Paragraphs I-VI, JURISDICTION (page 
If 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all eauses of action herein, herein- 
before and hereinafter complained of. 
IIt 
The Court has jurisdiction in this matter under Title 28, 
United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 et seq., for depri- 
vation of civil rights, assaults by police officers acting under 
color of law, the enjoinment of eneengti elena actions of state 
officials, for damages under the violations of the First, Fourth, 
Sixth, Seventh Amendments, and the Due Process and Equal Protec- 
tion Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment ‘a the United States Con- 
stitution; Title 28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 et seq.; Title 
42, United States Code, Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 88s 1932, 
1933, 1935, 1986, interference with Civil Rights, deprivation 
under color of statute, ordinatice, regulation, custom or useage 
of a statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage of a State 
of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the Constitution 
and laws of the United States; and controversies to which the 
United States is a party, United States Constitution, Art. III, 
Sec. 2. Ronald Reagan-2761 
Iv 
Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceed Ten Thousand ($10,000.00) Dollars, exclu- 
sive of interest and costs. 
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Derendants are; 
1. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J, 
YOUNGER, headquarters address of 555 Gapitol Mall, Sacramento, 


* 


California. 

2. Def. J.C, HARRIS, Office of Attorney General. 

VI 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of 
defendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants by such fictitious names. Plain- 
tiff will amend this complaint to allege their true names and 
capacities when ascertained. Plaintiff is informed and believes 
eng thereon alleges that each of the fictitiously named defen- 
Gants is responsible in some manner for the occurrences herein, 
hereinbefore, and hereinafter alleged, and that Plaintiff's dam- 


ages 2s herein alleged were caused and proximately caused by such 


Gelendants, acting under color of authority and pretense of law. 


Vil 
In 1972, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL 
IVELLZ J. YOUNGER, security officer, J.C. HARRIS refused to ac- 
cent plaintiff's filing of charges of criminal acts in California 
ané wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, and violently assaulte 
without cause or provocation 

olaintiff/by threatening plaintiff with "... we know where you 
are, ‘Je can come and get vou at the crop of a sombrero...", with 


stich vetom and menage in defendants’ Harris' voice and words that 


claintiff was immediately placed in great fear for his life and 


J 


uh 


Saveieal well Seicc, deprived of privileges and immunities. 


Ronald Reagan-2762 
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¥ =. Je : a oe el Tims & £ 
Maat ce resson of the wre.gful and malicious acts of celen- 
- es = ce! a ee Sian . a . : £ a . : : om 
Sarts ari of the frirnt cause? plaintiff, plaintiff began immedi 


iately to Look aroun? thinking stete law enforcement officers, 


| 


| agents, employees, or others, were "on tne way", and that plain- | 


\ 


tiff shortly would be unlawfully beaten, maimed, murdered, nar- 


oa Gl be 
e 


2i assed, or falsely arrested on the spot by armed officers under 

3} the color of authority and law breaking down door,- guns Ccrawn, 
4\/in malicious, wanton, willful cr reckless Cisregard for plaintiff’ 
§j/rights and the rights of others. | 
6 IX 

7 That in 1972, defendants, and each of them, Knowingly and 

g willfully consoired and agreed among themselves to suppress and 
9 | withhold from law enforcement wrongfully plaintiff BRONSON's new — 
10 || lifesaving firearms and related technologies. 

11 x 

12 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
13 | herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


14 lland agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


iS lcomplained of, acting in official capacity under color of law. 
16 XI 
17 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, conspiretorial, and 


18 |malicious acts of defendants, and each of them, and of the Eriusgne 
i9ithereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and 

20 || severe mental anguish and physical pain and has been injured in 
71 |)mind and body, the nature and extent of which shall be proved at 


o2 |trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 


23 | 274. Ronald Reagan-2763 
24 XII 
25 WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


26])and each of them, the sum and costs of which shall be proved at 


27 \\trial, compensatory and punitive damages, and just and proper re- 


Liver; 
28 FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
29 z 
30 vlaintiff£ does nerery incorporate and adopt by reference, 





31/all allegations set forth in Paragrapns I through VI, JURISDIC-- 


eer see 2): 23 usc 1346 (b); 42 USC $1981 et sea; 28 USC $1243. | 
=: 4 


ow foe SN AN 


10 
11 
12 


13 


15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
ZO 
26 
27 

28 
29 
30 
31 


32 


See = 
- 


eS TS SC A 


TF 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adoot by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
before and hereinafter complained of. 

Lee 

Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States whose business 
address is Post Office Box 588, Sacramento, California, and the 
amount in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars ($10,000.), 
exclusive of interest and costs, . ee, ee eee 

IV 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of 
defendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONS THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants by such ficticious names for 
damages caused and oroximately caused to plaintiff. 

V 


On August 17, 1972, Defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE 





ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. YOUNGER, special agent ANDREW TICaAVITS 
without just cause or provacat. 
wrongfully, unlawfully and intentionally/conspired and acted to 
deliberately intimidate and harass person known by plaintiff at 
that person's place of employment in malicjous, wanton, willful 
or reckless and conspiratorial disregard for the rights and pri- 
vacy of plaintiff and others. Under the color of authoritv, de- 
fendants' Tickvitza's conduct and words caused immediate fear, 


apprehansion and alarm for that person's safety, the safety of 


Plaintiff BRONSON, and the safety of others. 


Ronald Reagan-2764 
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When Plaintiff BRONSON was informed of Defendants' Tickvit- 
za's wrongful, malicious conduct toward person known to plain- 
tiff, plaintiff was immediately alarmed and apprehensive for his 


personal safety and well ceing, and feared for the safety and 


| 
\ 


well being of others. Plaintiff feared that law enforcement 


officers, under color of authority and law, were jmnediately act-, 
ing in official capacities, and Geprive plaintiff, ander color of: 


such police authority, viciously attack plaintiff with deadly 
| Constitutiona 
1 l\weapons, ambush olaintiff, and deprive plaintiff of/privileges an 
immunities by force, violence, maiming, attempwimurder on plaintiff 


3 land others. Plaintiff and others remained in constant fear and 


4 \|\dread for their safety from that time forward. 

5 Vit 

6 Tnat from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, Know- 
7 


ingly and willfully conspired and agreed among themselves to sup- 
8 || press and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement Plaintiff 

9 | BRONSON's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 
10 |terror tactics and threats to the lives and personal safety of 
11 plaintiff and others, violating I,IV,VI,VII and XIV Amendments. 
12 VIII 

13 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
14 ||\herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
i5 land agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
16 || complained of. 


17 | IX 


18 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, conspiratorial, and 
19 | malicious acts of defendants, and each of them, and of the fright 
20 || thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and 

21 | severe mantal anguish and physical pain and has been injured in 
>. || mind and body, the nature and extent of which shall be proved at. 


43 | trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 


24 11274. Ronald Reagan-2765 
25 X 
26 WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defencants, 


97 || and eacn of them, tne sum and costs of which shall be proved at 


ag |itrial, and compensatory and punitive damages, &just ard proper relief. 





29 SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
30 Z 
31 Dlaintif£ does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference 


, | 
| 
32 | all allesations set forth in Paragraph I-VI, JURISDICTION (pg 2)3 | 
| - | 
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15 rtn in all causes of action hereix pean 


nereinafter complained cf, and hereinbefore complained of. 


Lis 


Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


controversy exceeds ten thousand collars 


IV 


Plaintiff does net know the true names and capacities of de- 


ts swecd nrerein as JOEN DOZ 


TEROUGH ONS HUNDRED, and 


ctitious names. Plain-~. 


e fictitiously named 


wed 


some manner for the occurrences herein, 
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That by reason cf the wrongiul and malicious acts of defen- 
: g ji 
ts and cof the immetiate and continuing alarm, rear, éssrenen- | 
mn for slaintifi'ts sersonal. satety and well Zeng 
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was deorivea orivileges and immanities guaranteed to plaintiff in 
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strov olaintisi and others, and business eculoment regularly usec 
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ide Sle ae 
That in 1572 forward, defendants, and each of them, xknovw- 
ingly and willfully consvired and aqreed among themselves to sup- 
oress and withhold from law enforcement, wrongfully, plaintiff 


bil stad 


BROUSOM's new Lifesaving firearms and related technolosies by 


ct 
{D 
ry 
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ty 
ct 


actics and threats to the lives and personal safety of 


plaintifl and others, without cause or provocation. 


WLLL 
Tnat ceferncants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleced pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracv 


and agreement azrove alleced, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


consLaintec of, 


ee lS ET 


“7 
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Zy reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


of Gefendcants, and each of them, and the fright thereby cased 


mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 


Soak and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
boéy and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 


shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under CDAéM- 


AGES from page 274. 
x 
“NHEREFORS, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


shall be demonstrated at trial, compensatory cGamages, punitive 





damaces, and the grant of such other relief as this Court may : 
Ronald Reagan-2767 2 
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1 SEVEN DS CAUS2 OF SCLLO. 
i 
3 Plaintiiil coes herecy incorporate and adopt tv reference, 
4}all allegations set forth in Paracsrapns I through VI, JURISDIC- 
81343 
S| TION (pag 2); 23 USC/81346(b); 42 USC $1931 et seq. 
6 If 
7 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
8 }all allegations set forth in all causes of action hereinbefore 
9ftand hereinafter complained of, 
10 III 
11 Piaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
12 | in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
13 IV 
14 Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
15 ||fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
16 ||trerertore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
17 | tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to olaintiff! 
7 Ronald Reagan-2768 
19 Cn or avout August 26, 1973, defendants AMERICAN TELEPHONES 
20|AND TELEGRAPH, PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH, agents and employ- 
2ljtees wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, and violently assaulted 
without cuse or provocation 
22 |plaintiff by threatening plaintiff/with "... ounch vou in the 
Os | eee anus and refused to permit plaintiff to file criminal charges 
24 





of illegal wiretap>sing, eavesdropoing, impersonation of an FBI 
acent on an illegally and intentionally interfered with and dis- 
rupted business telenhone line, ete., nereinbefore ard herein- 


after complained of. Under color of authority of a oublic utility 
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VI 


ll) ness premises without completing olaintiff's lawful business. 
Plaintiff BRONSON was immediately alarmed, fearful, and ao- 




















| prehensive For his personal safety and well being, and for the 
safety and well being of others. Plaintiff feared that defen- 
dants, and each of them, were shortly to beat, maim or murder 
plaintiff, and as defendants, and each of them, intended, plain- 
tiff's well founded criminal charges of illegal wiretapping and 
other illegal electronic invasion of plaintiff's business eaquip- 


jment, were ignored and continued to present time by said defen- 


11 | dants, and each of them; defendants, and each of them refuse to 


12 || investigate, remove and otherwise take corrective action. 


13 Vil 


14 That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 


IS |} ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 


16 ||acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, to suppress | 


17 |and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff ERONSON's 


18 ||new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by illegal acts 


i9|}and conspiracies to illegally wiretap plaintiff's business tele- 


20 i phone without cause. 


21 VIII 


22 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


24i;and agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
25 |complained of. Ronald Reagan-2769 
26 IX 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintiff and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 


> 4 


and body and earning capacity, and been deprived privileges *74 





immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by Amendments I,IV,VI,VIL, x2", 


~a rT 


10 


11 


13 
14 
15 
16 


17 


19 
20 
21 
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23 


the nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial; DAMAGES 
pg 274. : 
Xx 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 


damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


by this Court. 


EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
I 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28, USC 
881343,1346(b); 42 USC g1981 et seq.; the Fourteenth ‘Knenamen’: €6 | 
the Constitution, | 
il 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action hereinbefore 
and hereinafter complained of, for loss of rights under color of 


authority, particularly as protected by the Fourth Amendment to 


the Constitution of the United States. 
IIL 
plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, the UNITED 
STATES is a party, and the amount in controversy exceed, exclu- 
give of interests and costs, Ten Thousand Dollars. 
- | 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of 





defendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plain- 
cones Ronald Reagan-2770 
y- 
Defendants are: 


1. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTOR CLARENCE | 
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13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21} 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 


32 val canttose, and willful acts constituted an invasion of plaintiff's 


M, KELLEY. 


2. Def. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH. COMPANY (AT&T), 
headquarters 195 Broadway, New York, New York 10007. 

3. Def. PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY DIVISION OF 
AT&T, Northern California Headquarters, 140 New Montgomery Street,| 
San Francisco, California 94105; Sacramento Area Headquarters, | 
1407 "J" Street, Sacramento, California. 

4. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 
YOUNGER, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jxr., GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, 
State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

| VI 

On the following example dates, 1973: 2/9,13; 3/12-15; 7/13; 
8/30,31: 9/4,24: 11/20; 1974: 1/10,16; 2/7,28; 5/8,14; 11/8,14; | 
12/6,7; 1975: 1/15; 2/4,5,8,9,11; 4/21,22; 7/8; 9/91 1976: 1/19, 





defendants agents and employees illegally electronically caused 






or forced plaintiff's business telephone to "ring" (strange sound) 
or "malfunction", especially during off non-business hours. With 
out Court order, search warrant, aenoet cause or provocation, 
under color of authority and pretense of law, defendants, and each 
of them, maintained and maintain to present illegal surveillance 
of plaintiff's business telephone in malicious, wanton, willful, 
intentional, wrongful, conspiratorial disregard for the rights of 
plaintiff and others each and every time, depriving to plaintiff | 
privileges and immunities guaranteed by Amendments I, IV,V,VI,VIz, 
and XIV of the Consitution of the United States. 
vIt . 

That each and every time defendant(s) did these acts and 
things herein complained of, defendant(s) invaded plaintiff's 
right of privacy and right to uninterrupted, nonmonitored business 
telephone use for lawful PUEPOseS =, Reagan-2771 

viIIt 


The above-mentioned wrongful, conspiratorial, malicious, war- 


| 
| 


P| eager of privacy in that plaintiff in no way consented to or autho 


4 { 
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26 
27 
28 
29 
30 


31 


ized the warrantless search and illegal wiretap and electronic 
invasion of plaintiff's business telephone, nor did plaintiff 
submit voluntarily to these wrongful invasions by wiretapping il- 
legally of plaintiff's business telephone. 
. anes 

The above-mentioned oe and conduct of the deferidants, and 
each of them, claimed by them to be under federal and/or state 
and/or’ regulated public utility authority ;.constituéedanabuse 
of their federal and/or. state and/or regulated. ‘public utility 
authority and was not within their scope of employment as federal 
and/or state and/or regulated public utility agents, employees or 
servants, in that their acts and conduct were not based on the 
exercise or performance of discretionary function or duty assumed 
by them as agents or employees or servants of the federal govern- 


ment's FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and/or state government's 


ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE and/or regulated public utility and 
were not acts and conduct done pursuant to the regulations of the 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL/FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


and/or STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE and/or regulated public 


TELEPHONE utility and were acts performed within the scope of de- 


fendant(s) employment but without exercising due care while acting 


within the scope of their employment, and defendants, and each of 
them, acted in fraud, COrruption Or ee 
x. 

As a result of the above-mentioned conduct of the defendants, 
and each of them, plaintiff was deprived of rights, privileges, 
and immunities secured to him by the Constitution and Laws of the 
United States in that such conduct constituted an arbitrary in- 
trusion by defendant(s) upon the security of plaintiff's privacy 


and body, thereby depriving plaintiff of life, liberty, and prop- 


32\|erty without due process of law and plaintiff is entitled to re- 
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lief under Title 42 of the United States Code under Section 1983. 
ALI 
That by reason of the injuries inflicted by| defendants, and 
each of them, plaintiff was frightened and has suffered bodily 
pain and discomfort, and has suffered great pain) of mind and 
mental anguish and emotional distress. 
AII 
That from 1972 to present time, defendants, and each of them, 
knowingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized 


conspiracy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and 





with others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law pueeeae-| 
ment plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies 
by illegal acts 
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oS 
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“nat GCetendants, and each of them, did the acts anc things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the sqassieece 
and agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereintefore 
complained of. 

XI 

By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 

of defendants, and each of then, and the fright thereby caused 


plaintiff and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 





12 | mental anguish and physical cain, and has been injured'in mind 

13 | and bocy and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 

14 || Shall te proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAM- 

15 }AGES from page 274. 

16 XII 

17 “WWEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 

1g jj and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, sum and ere | 

19 | tO be proved at trial, and-other just and proper relief. 

20 NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

21 I 

22 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

23 |} all allegations set forth in Paragraph I-VI, JURISDICTION, Title 

24 || 28 ee rine 42 uSC $1981 et seq; Amendment XIV. 

25 7 | 

26 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

27} all allegations set forth in all causes of action hereinbefore and 

28 | hereinafter complained of, loss of rights under color of authority 
Ronald Reagan-2774 

29 ELLE 

30 | plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


31) in controversy exceeds ten thousance dollars; deprivations to Due 


32 || Process and Equal Protection Clauses of Amendment XIV, Constitution 
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IV 
Plaintif= does not know the true names and capacities of de-~ 
fendants sueé herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE AULDRED, and 
+herefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such fiecti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif. 
V 
From 1972 to present time, defendants CITY OF SACRAMENTO, 
SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, POLICE CHIEF WILLIAM J. KINNEY, 
| without cause or provocation, 
agents and employees, ‘wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, and 
maliciously assaulted plaintiff with deadly weapons (guns and 
cars), and did other wrongful acts. Defendants' uniformed offi- 
cers reveatedly drove CITY OF SACRAMENTO motor vehicles and har- 
assec, followed, stalked, tracked, attempted to ram plaintiff's 
business automobile, and otherwise abuse plaintiff, as plaintiff 
onducted plaintiff's lawful business. Further, defendants, and 
each of them, did; under color of authority and pretense of law; 
(1) Track plaintiff through the streets of Sacramento by 
cTTy OF SACRAMENTO decaled vehicles and uniformed officers of the 
SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT throughout the summer of 1973, and 
especially January 23, 1974 and May 8, 1974: followed plaintiff 
for blocks at a time in 1975 and 1976, especially May 5, 1975, 
February 10, 1976, and April 25, 1976. 





(2) Come close enough to plaintiff during the summer of 1974 
ancé on July 23, 1975 for plaintift to identify "EADGE NO. 295" 
of the CITY OF SACRAMENTO POLICES DEPARTMENT. 

(3) Come close enough to plaintiff for plaintiff to identi- 
by "BADGE NO, 3417 OFFICER GORSKI OF THE SACRAMENTO POLICES DEPART 
“ENT on Octorer 3, 1974 and May 14, 1975. | 

(4) That on Octoker 3, 1974, defendants! OFFICER GORSKI 
tracked and menaced olaintiff all over McKinley Park, Sacramento. 


(S) That the attempted ramming of plaintiff's legally pare 
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| 22 U.S.C./81346 (>); 42 USC $1971 et seq., Amendment XIV. 


of lawful, unnarassed use of CITY OF SACRAMENTO streets. 
cE 
rnat irom 1372 forward, defendants, and each of them, knov- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to =e organized conspir- 


acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and cvittt 


oS: anc “~ySOagsuily WLtaheis. fron. lev e1corcemen= 
plaintici's nev lifesaving firearms and related technologies ty 
illegally acting and conspiring to assault slaintiff with deadly 


weapons repeatedly. 


VII 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


herein alleced pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


anc acreement above alleced, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complacnec of, under color of authority and pretense of law. 


VII 


Sy reason cf tne wrongful, intentional, and maliciovs ects 
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Of defer 
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NCS, End each cf them, and the fricht there>d 
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jaintiiz and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 
and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 
shall be proved attrial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES 
from page 274, 
VIII 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, sum and cost 
to be proved at trial, and other just and oroper relief from Court 


TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
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Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adoot by reference, 


ait allegations set forth in Paragraphs I-VI, JURISDICTION, Title 
§1343, 
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| Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adoot sy reference, 
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all allegations set forth herein, deprivations of privileges and 
immunities Constitutionally guaranteed under color of authority. 
Iif 
Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
IV 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 










tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 
V 
On or about January 23, 1974, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA.| 
STATE CONTROLLER HOUSTON I, FLOURNOY caused defendants STATEOF 
CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICE, and others, to wrongfully, unlawfully, 
intentionally, and violently assault plaintiff with deadly weap- 
without cause or provocation. 
ons on private business property’ Defendants, and each of them, 
sent state agents and employees in two (2) cars to willfully, ee 
lawfully and violently use force on plaintiff, or other malicious, 


wanton, willful or reckless disregard for plaintiff's rights. DE 


fendants' agents and employees trespassed on business property 


and prevented plaintiff from leaving building. Defendants’ agents 
and employees sat in the cars for some time, assaulting plaintiff, 
humiliating, outraging and embarrassing plaintiff, and prevented 
plaintiff from conducting his lawful business activities. 
pone Reagan-2777 

That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, knowingl 
and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and 
agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to 
suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's | 
new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by illegally | 
assaulting plaintiff, and deprived plaintiff of privileges and im 


munities gueranteed by the Constitution under color of authority 


| and law. : | 
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14 


15 


16 


17 
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VII 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of lav 






VIII 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintiff and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 
and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 
shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGE 
from page 274. | 
IX 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, Compensatory and punitive damages, sum and cost 
to be proved at trial, and’ other relief deemed just and proper. 
ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


I 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in Paragraphs I-VI, JURISDICTION, Title 
23 re erent 42 usc 91981 Et seq.; Amendment XIV. 

It 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth herein, deprivations of privileges and 
immunities Constitutionally guaranteed under color of authority. 
Lit 
Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceed ten thousand dollars. 
Ronald Reagan-2778 
IV 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 


| fendants sued herin as JOH™ DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


| 


1 || therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such facti- 
2tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif®. 


3 V 


BN 


On or about January 23, 1976, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, agents and employees, acting under 
without cause or provocation, 
color of authority and pretense of law, /operated a pursuit plane 
wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, maliciously, and violently 


in assault on plaintiff while taking his usual therapeutic morn-— 


Oo oo AN HD Ww 


ing walk at Miller Park, a walk known to law enforcement agents 
10 | and employees. Defendants made roaring, wide-throttle swoop too 
11 | law over plaintiff, circling plaintiff in a roaring low "U" turn. 
12 || Said defendants, and each of them, acted in malice, wanton, wil- 
13 | ful or reckless disregard for plaintiff's rights, and almost 

14 jj burst plaintiff's eardrums, caused violent, blinding headache, 

1g || and rendered plaintiff unable to drive for several hours. 

16 vi 

17 That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, knowing- 
ig | ly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspiracy 
19 | and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with others, 
20 || to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plain- 
41) tiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by ille- 
.9|| gally assaulting and rattering plaintiff’ . | 


23 Vil 


24 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
25 || herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy | 
26 || and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


27| complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
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29 VIII 

30| By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
2 wounds and 


31| of defendants, and each of them, and the/fright thereby caused 


32|| plaintizf, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- | 
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guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 
proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
page 274. 

IX 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 






and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, sum and cost 
to be proved at trial, and.:such other relief deemed just and prover. 


IWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 





L 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action filed herein. 


it 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, | 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 USC 
eae 42 USC $1981 et sea; Equal Protection Clause XIV Amend. 

Iit 

Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 

in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
IV 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- j 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif 
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On or about February 3, 1976, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
without cause or provocation 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, and others, ‘retaliated against plaintifif 

for reporting on or about January 23, 1976, to defendant CALIFORN 

STATE HIGHWAY PATROL OFFICIALS, and others, that defendants illle 

gally, unlawfully, and negligently flew defendant's pursuit plane 


in diving, circling assault of plaintiff on January 23, 1976. 


Defendants, under color of authority and pretense of law, tracked, 


a 


26 
27 
28 
29 
30 | 


(sd 


1 
| 
| 


a2) 
| 


"dogged", and harassed plaintiff on the streets of Sacramento 
while plaintiff was attempting to shidunt his lawful business. 
VI 
That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 


ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- | 





acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 
others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 
plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 
illegally assaulting plaintiff. 
Vit 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy | 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, acting under color of authority ang pretense of 
law, and deprived plaintiff of privileges and immunities from harm. 
VIII 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
olaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 
oroved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 


mase 274. 


IX 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, which-shall 
e proved at trial, and other telief deemed just and proper by Cou 


THIRTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
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Dlaintif£ does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


n 


11 allesactions set forth in Paragraphs I-VI, JURISDICTION, ity’ 
$1343, | | 
23 .3.C./81346(b); 42 USC $1931 et seq; Amendment XIV. | 


10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
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17 
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21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
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Plaintiff does hereby incorsorate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action filed and 
complained of herein, for deprivations under color of auchority. 

IIT 

Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 

in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
IV 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plainti 


V 


On or about February 3, 1974, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
and CHIEF GUY R. OATES, 
CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, assaulted, falsely arrested, and 
without cause or provocation 
imprisoned plaintiff/in the California State Capitol, and refused 


falsely 





to permit plaintiff to leave the offices of defendant STAT2 POLICE 
WHEN PLAINTIFF DEMANDED TO DO SO. Said defendants, and each of 
them, Stooped plaintiff from exercising his right to freedom of 
Speech, due process of law, and right to conduct plaintiff's 
laweul business in a lawful manner, and the right to pursue plain 
tiff's lawful activities in a lawful manner without intimidation 


and interference and malicious disregard for plaintiff's rights 


under the color of authority and pretense of law. 
y Ronald Reagan-2782 : | 
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That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know= 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 
Others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 


plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 


le ee eo 
a Re 
. 


Lllegally assaulting, falsely imprisoning and falsely arresting 


plaintiff, depriving plaintizz of Constitutional erivileges and im- 
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3 || herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
4/\and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


5 || complainted of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 


10 || plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 


11 || guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 


1 VII 

2 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 

6 || law. 

7 VIII |, 
8 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 

9 || of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused | 
12 | and @arning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 

13 | proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 

14 || page 274, 

15 IX 

16 WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, | 
17 | and each of them, compensatory and punitive Ries nam sak cost 
18 | to be proved at trial,-and- other relief deemed just and proper. 

19 FOURTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION | 

20 I 

21 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

22 | all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 USC 
23 Aas i; 42 uSC 91981 et seq.; Amendment XIV, U.S. Constitution. 
24 it 

25 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

26 || all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein éoapiaial 
27 || ed of for loss of privileges and immunities guaranteed plaintiff. 
28 | III 

29 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


| in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 

| Ronald Reagan-2783 | 
| 
{ 


31 IV 


io 


32 Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de-| 
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fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
| 


tO 


therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
3 |}tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
4 V | 

On or about September 29, 1972, defendants STATE OF CALI- 
FORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. YOUNGER, and others, agents 


jand employees, under color of authority and pretense of law, 


and otherwise obstructed and interfered with plaintiff in the 


without cause or provocation. 
10 |/U.S. Post Office, 8th and I Streets, Sacramento./ One agent or 


| 
— abused, intimidated, embarrassed, humiliated, restrained 
11 Jemplovee of defendants identified himself as a "Mr. Baier". De- 
12 |fendants agents and employees were not only accosting plaintiff 
13 | for cefendant CALIFAORNIA STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER, but 
14 |also for defendant FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and the NIXON 
15 | ADMINISTRATION. 
16 VI 
17 Plaintiff was obstructed from leaving the post office as he 
18 }wisned by said two (2) agents and employees of defendants acting 


19 }under color of authority and oretense of law. Plaintiff was fear- 


20 | ful and apprehensive about being attacked and "jumped" by two (2) 


21 larmed men. Plaintiff demanded that said defendants, their agents 
and employees, and each of them, submit all questions to plaintiff 
in writing and addressed to plaintiff's attorney. Said defendants) 
refused and forcibly conducted and continued their assault, 


obstruction, harassment, intimidation, humiliation, and embarrass- 


1 


ment of plaintiff in an open public place crowded with innocent 


27 ipeople seeking postal service, stopping plaintiff in his business. 
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29 | That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, and | 
| . | 

20 iwith others, Knowingly and willfully organized and caused to ce | 





31 jorganized conspiracy and agreement among themselves, to suppress 








32 Jjand wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintizi's new 
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81346(5); 42 USC $1981 et seq.; Constitution Amendment XIV. 


plained of, loss of privileges/immunities under color of law, 


“iftesaving lav enforcement technologies by illegally assauitins 
and obstructing plaintiff, and depriving plaintifz of privileces 
VIII 


| 
and immunities guaranteed to slaintiff by I,IV,VI,VII,xXIV ime 
~nal defendants, and each of them, did the acts and thines 


| 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


- 


and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 


of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
Dlaintirr£t, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 
proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
page 274. 
x 

“IETRETORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
anc eacn of them, compensatory and punitive cemages: to be proved 
at trial, and such other relief as deemed just and proper by Cour 


FIFTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 





Leal 
IX 
Ey reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


I 


Plaintiff£& does herebry incorporate and adopt by reference, 


all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2):; Title 28 usc 


‘ee ade 


Sle4s, 


If 
Plain iff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
ll allegations set forth in all causes of action herein com- 
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Plairtif= is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


iz controve ersy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
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LV 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintf<. 
vy 
On or about September 21 and 27, 1973, defendants STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, CHIEF GUY OATES, and others, 
without cause or provocation, 
caused STATE POLICEagents and employees to stalk, track and "dog" 
plaintiff, on foot and in car, away from State property. Under 
color of authority and pretense of law, said defendants prevented | 
plaintif£ from freely exercising plaintiff's rights of due proces 
of law, lawful pursuit of business activities, free from fear or 
intimidation or worrying as to just when defendants’ uniformed 
and gun-carrying officers would assault and injure plaintiff 
severely in his body or mind, or inflicting other losses of right. 
VI 
That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, and 
with others, knowingly and willfully organized and caused to be 
organized conspiracy and agreement among themselves, to suppress 


ané@ wrongfully withhold from law enforcement olaintiff'’s new 


lifesaving firearms and related technologies by illegally assault 
ing plaintiff, denying plaintiff priviliges anc immunities ieallv 
Vit 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and nereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, acting under color of authority and oretense of 
law. | | Ronald Reagan-2786 
WET | | 
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{ 


Sv reascn of the wrongful, intentional, ans malicious acts 


Lei Gefendancs, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
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plaintilt, olaintiff has suffered extreme end severe nental an- 


and earning caoacityv, the nature and extent of which shall sce 





| guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and todv 

4) oroved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DANASES from 

3} page 274. 

6 IX 

7 WHEREFORE, polaintiftt demands judement against defendants, 

8 | and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, to be proved 
9i| at trial, and such other relief deemed just and proper by Court. 
10 SIXTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

1] L 

12 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adoot OV reference, 

13 ag set ferth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 23 usc 
14 V81346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq: Constitutional Amendment XIV. 

15 Pa 

16 Plaintiff does hereby incorperate and adopt by reference, 

17} all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein complain 
1g | ed of for loss of privileges and immunities under color of law. 
19 IIt 

40 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
21 | ln controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars; controversies to 

22| which the United States is a party (Const. Art.III Sec.2). 

23 Iv 

4 Plaintif£ does not know the true names and capacities of 4e- 
25 || fencants sued herein as JOHN DOZS ONE THEOUGH ONE HUNDRED, and | 
26|| therefore sues these defendants, and each of the, by such ficti- 
27|| tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to olaintif4. 
28 Ronald Reagan-2787 

| On orabout September 30, 1972, defendant FEDERAL EUREAU CF 

30 | INVESTIGATION, agents and emplovees, under color of authroity and) 


| | without cause or provocation, | | 
| pretense cf law, /vrongfully, ‘ilawfully, intentionally, and vio- |! 


lently assaulted olaintifi with deadly weapons on private busiiess 
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ClO OCs Ys 2 SSecces 2s; ane eacn O° cnem, Sent FRI agents and em- 
Larntily, Uniaviuiay and violently use force on sla 
cones malicious, vancon, willful es reekless dcisrecar: 
fox plaintizi's rights. Defendants' agents and enplovees tres- 
passec on scusiness orocerty and prevented plaintiff from leaviag 
S and emplovees sat in the car for 
some tine, assaulting plaintiff, humiliating, outraging and en- 


barrassing 


‘OS 


“2 


privileges’ and immunities tc conduct his lawful business activic: 
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VI 
That in 1972 forvard, @efendants, and each of then, knovw- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized consvir 
acy anc acreement among themselves, ané each of them, and with 


‘ 


owners, to suporess and wrongfully withrold from law enforcement 


plaintiti's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies bv 


illegally assaulting vlaintifé. 


a 


Aor 
‘s pas 


Tract cerendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


merein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and nereinbefore 
complained of, acting under color of authority and oretense of 
La‘ 
Vio 

fv reason of tne wrongful, intentional, and malicicus acts 
of defendants, and each of tnem, and tne fricht therery caused 
plaintift and otners, plaintiff nas suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and ohysical pain, and has been injurec in mind 
ang body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of whicr 
shall ce proved at trial, and as incorporated rnerein under 
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laintifi, and prevented plaintiff from exercising his 
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and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, to be proved 
at trial, and such other relief deemed proper and just by Court. 


SEVENTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


| 

3 I 

4 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

5! all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 usc 
#1346 (b) ; 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment xXTIv. 


il 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action complained of 


10 || herein for loss of privileges and immunities under color of law. 


11 iii 


Plaintiff is a citizenof the United States, and the amount 


13 | in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars; u.S. a party. 


14 LV 


16 || fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


17 


18) tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif 


19 y 


20 On or about October 4, 1972, defendant FEDERAL BUREAU OF 


21]) tMVESTIGATION agents and employees, ‘including one "TOMMY RAY", 


without cause or provocation, 
under color of authority and pretense of law, /harassed, abused, 


Ze 
intimidated, embarrassed, humiliated, restrained, and otherwise 
obstructed and interfered with plaintiff in the U.S. Post Office, 
8th and I Streets, Sacramento, and stopping plaintiff's business. 
yRonald Reagan-2789 

Plaintiff was obstructed from leaving the Post Office as he 
wished cy said two (2) agents and employees of defendants FBI, 
L. PATRICK GRAY DIRECTOR, acting under color of authority and 
pretense of law. Plaintiff was fearful and apprehansive about 
being attacked and “jumped” by two (2) armed men. Plaintirt de- 


32 manded that said defendants, their agents and employees, and 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 


therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti-~ 
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4 assment, intimidation, humiliation, 
Sai 


Gacn of them, submit all questions to plaintiff in writing and 


adcressed to plaintiff's attorney. Said defendants refused and 


forcibly conducted and continued their assault, osstruction, har- 


and embarrassment of plaintiff 


Aan open public place crowded with innocent people, and call 





6 i plaintiff ‘privilege and immunity to uninterrupted lawful business. 
7 VII 
8 


When plaintiff managed to get out of the post Office, de- 


9 Siadinks S FBI agent "TOMMY RAY" stalked and 
10 


“dogged" plaintiff 
down the street to City Hall, up the stairs eng into the City Hall 


11 building. FBI agent "RAY" refused to not follow plaintiff, 


12 VIII 


13 That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, and 


14 with others, mnonengay and willfully organized and caused to he 


15 organized conspiracy and agreement among themselves, to suppress 
16 jAnd wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life- 


ai aving firearms and related technologies by illegally assaulting 
IS land obstructing plaintiff, under color and pretense of authority. 


| rx 


“l herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


22 land agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


23 


24\llaw, interferring with plaintiff's privileges and immunities, 


Ronald Reagan-2790 
25 ’ | 
26 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
27 ||of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 


28 


complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
Z | 
plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an : 


29llguish and physical sain, and mas beer injured in mind and body 


Olland earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall tke 
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20 That Cefendants, and each of them, did the acts and thincs 
fe: at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES fron 


32 | page 274. 
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NHEREFORZE, plaintiff demands iueégement against cefendants 
and each of then, compensatery and Sunicive damages, to i:e@ proved 
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DPlaintif¢ does hereby incorporate and adopt sy veference, 


all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 23 USC 
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81343, | 
81346(b); 42 USC 81931 se seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 


Lt 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action nerein complaine 


of for loss of ocrivileges and immunities under color of authority. 


LLt 


Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars; U.S, a party. 


Lv 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of 


fendants sued herein as JOUN DOZS CONE THROUGH ONE EZUNDRED, and 


therefore sues these defendants, and eacn of them, by such ficti- 


cious names for damages caused and proximately caused to pla 
Ronald Reagan-2791 | 


On or arout Cetober 4, 1972, defendants FSI, JOHRN ROED AGENT 


IN CHARGE, L, PATRICK GRAY DIRECTOR, agents and employees, under 


without cause or provocation, 


color of authority and pretense of lav,/retaliated agaiast plain- 


tiff for plaintiff's insistance that the FSI immediately stop 


narassment and abuse of Plaintiff BROUSON. FDI AGENT IN CHARGE 


ool 


SOEL] REED and other agents and employees forcibly, violently, 


loudly, wrongfully, unlawfully, maliciously and wantonly,yeliing, 
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and such other relief as deemed just, proper and necessary by 


: the Court. 
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ness oroperty and prevented plaintiff from leaving building. De- 
fendants' agents and employees sat in cars and milled around the 
building for some time, assaulting plaintiff, humiliating, out- 
raging and embarrassing plaintiff, and prevented plaintiff from 
conducting his lawful business activities. 
VI 
That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, knowingly 
and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and 
agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to 
suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's 
new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by illegally 
assaulting plaintifz. 
VII 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
law, and invaded plaintiff's guaranteed privileges and immunities. 
VIIT 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
cf Gefendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
olaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
guish and ohysical wate, and has been injured in mind and psody 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall Le 
proved at trial, and as incorporated herein uncer DAMAGES from 
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“EERDFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


shall be broved at trial, and compensatory and punitive damages, 
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3 | tTlaincilzi fess nareny incortorate and adopt cy reference, 
4jall allecations set forth i. JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 25 USC 

eles 34 
5 131346 (5); 42 USC 1901 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
6 ! ro 
7 Plaintiti does nerezy incorsorate and adopt by reference, 
8 jae? allecations set forth in all causes of action herein complain- 
9 lled of for less of privileges and immunities under color of authorify 
10 SLE 


Pntift is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
Ss ten thousand dollars, U.S. a party. 

Ly 
Plaintif= does not Know,the true names and capacities of de- 
herein as JOE DPCES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


s these Aefendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
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2 27, 1976, defendant SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY 
>), emplovee JACK DESOISZ, was sent to restore 
wEully and illegally discontinued service to busizss 
iad service naving been illegally discontinued in 
etaliation against olaintiff for plaintiff's having filed this 

sefore this Court. When plaintiff demanded why the ser- 
2 WEOnctully aeconetnued when tnere was no Suse ssnes 
to defendant SITUD, Gefendant SMUD's agent and em- 
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out cause or provecat Lon, 
eared olaintiff and started swinging his fist at plain 





fetendant's emplovee vas a witness, defendant's em- 


a -is fist, stopoed his swing at plaintiff, turned 
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Los 4 service, and left. 
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1 organized and cauaed to be organized conspiracy and agreement amon 
| ® 

2 itnemselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress and 

i ieceaict withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life~ 
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4 jsaving firearms and related technologies by illegally assaulting 
plaintiff, and ceoriving him of guaranteed immunities from harm. 
6 Vil 

7 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 

8 |herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


9 land agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


10 |jIcomplained of, and under color of authority and pretense of law. 
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12 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 









13 lof Gefendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintizf, olaintiif has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
guish and ohnysical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 


and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 


proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
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WHEREFORE, olaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 





and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, to be proved 
t trial, and such relief as deemed proper and just by the Court. 
TWENTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 
2 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 USC 


81343, 
1346(b); 42 USC $1981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
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Plaintiff does nereby incorporate and adoot by reference, 
30 tall allegations set forth in all causes of action herein complaine 
31 |pt for loss cf crivileges and immunities under color of authority | 
| | | 
33 pad sretense of law, especially the TWENTY-FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION. |, 
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2 Plaintirt is a citizen of the Unitec States, and corrupt 


3 || practices, Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. 
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> Plaintiffs does not know the true names and capacities of de- | 

6 ||\fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 

7 |therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 

8 itious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 

9 V 

10 In July 1976, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND 

11 |G. BROWN, JP.., and gubernatorial assistant MARC POCHE, wrongfully, 

12 llunlawfully, intentionally, maliciously, disregarded their duty to- 

13 ward plaintiff when plaintiff attempted to communicate criminal 
Without cause or provocation, 

14 lacts occurring in the State of Califania./ dafendant MARC POCHE, 

15 lin GOVERNOR BROWN'’s presence, to plaintiff's information and be- 

16 |llief, threatened plaintiff in a hard ex-U.S. Marine voice: "Get 

17 jlof£ this phone - everything will be taken care of". Then olairn- 

18 tiff BRONSON knew that under the color of authority and sretense 

19 |ioz law, defendants BROWN and POCHE meant to shortly anc immediate- 

20 ily send more STATE POLICE OFFICER, AGENTS or EMPLOYEES, or others, 

oe beat, maim, harass, assault, attempt to kill, silence, severely 

22 | hreaten plaintiff and his ‘°. personal safety. Plaintiff contin- | 

23 ues to live in fear, alarm and aporehension of bodily harm at the 

24 hands of defendant STATE OF CALIFORNIA, or others, under color of 

45 lauthority or pretense of law, to get Def. BROWN elected Presicent. | 
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Za That defendants, and each of them, knowingly and willfully 

28 organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 4 

en themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress | 

i wrongfully withhold from law enforcement olaintif='s ew life- 

let firearms and related technologies by illegaliy Bs eaurtr ts \ 


52 lplaineits, and to supsress @efendant COVERNCR BROWN's coverup o- 


| 


—_ - . 


nS nt 


A 4 


iY 


rimes committed in California and in the BROWN ADMIUISTRATIOU, ci 
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That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
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herein alleged voursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracyw 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
omplained of, ‘under color of authority and pretense of law. 
ViIt 

By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and others, and the fright there- 
by caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
nental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and 
ody and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 


proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 


a te a tr ar area 


page 274. ; 
TA 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, | 

| 


and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, =o be proved 


TWENTY-FIRST CAUS= OF ACTION 
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at trial, and such other relief as deemed just and prcper by “ 
Plaintizf does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (pase 2); Title 23. USC 


$1343 | 
81346 (xs); 42 uSC 81931 et seq: Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
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Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, , 


all allegations set forth in all causes of action complained of 
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herein for deprivations of privileges and immunities under color oj 
law, 





iff 


| Dlaincift is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


in controversy exceeds ten thousand collars. 
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1 IV 

Z Plaintif= does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
3 )fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH CONE HUNDRID, and 

4 [therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


§ijtious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff, 


6 V 
4 Defendants are; 
g l. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND G., BROWN, Jr. 


9 |State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

10 2. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J, 

11 | YOUNGER, 555 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 

12 3. Def. MARC POCHE, gubernatorial assistant, Office of the 

13 ||Governor, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

14 4. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, CHIEF 
15 |GUY R. OATES, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

16 5. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE OFFICER 
ores SHERWOOD (BADGE NO. 4), State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
18 | 6. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE OFFICER 


I9}S.W. WESTON, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 


20 7. Other defendants present and not known to plaintiff. 
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22 On February ll, 1977, defendants STATE OF CALIFCRNIA, GOVERN 

23 1}OR EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., MARC POCHE, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 


24) YOUNGER, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE CHIEF GUY R. OATES, and others, 


25iiwithout cause or provocation, retalialiated against plaintifs for 
filing this lawsuit before this Court, and instituted and con- 


pleted defendant MARC POCHE's threats of bodily harm towarc plain 


28) tiff. Said defendants, and each of then, wrongfully, unlawfully, 


29] maliciously, and contemptuously, under color of authority and pre 
i . @ 
| 

30] tense cf law, used defendants armed CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE crri- 
{ 
| 

311 CERS L.D. GEERTOOD (ZADGE NO, 4) and 3.49. “WESTON, and others Aot 
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weapons, oreventing plaintif£ and otners from peaceful lawful 


and others were deprived of their rights and not| per- 


conduct business affairs before the administrative 
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presence and attendance at said administrative hearing. 


to conduct business before the administrativ 
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and with others, 


Srown Administration of which plain- 


The defendants, and each of them, knowingly and willfully 
organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
to suppress 


silence, and wrongfully retaliate against plaintif££ for filing 


GOVERNOR PROWN's wrongful cover-up of crimes committed in Cali- 


d wrongfully under color of authority and pretense 


and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new lite 


saving firearms and relatec technologies, to suporess, wrongfully 


complaint before this Court, to suppress and wrongfully cover-up 
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By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
wounds and 
Gefendants, and each of them, and others, and the/fricht there- 


10 cause? olaintiff£, slaintiff nas suffered extreme and severe 
11 nial anguish and cohysical pain, and has been injured in mire 


12 i body and earning capacity, the nature anc extent of which 
all be sroved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES] 


14 ||from cace 274. 
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16 WHERETCRD, plaintifs demands judgment against defendants, 


iqiiand each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of Wren 
igisnali Se proved at trial, and compensatory damages and Sunitive 


‘19 |ldamaces, and such cther relief as Ceemed just and proper cy this 
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troversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars. 
IV 
plaintifé does not know the true names and capacities of | 
defendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such SAGeT | 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plain- 
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NTR BRTOORN EY CUNSRAL 
Pi eae o FOCiGer.. Sos “CesLecO..saary Seer e.enco, Ca 2 Orne 
5 oo. NOE ~ STATE OF CALIPORMIA. “TR, ALEONDER, OFFICE OF DEE + 
6 | ATTORMEY GENERAL, 555 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, Cabfornia. 
- Vi 
g On or about Januarv 23, 1975, defentant agent, emolovee, or 
oh = - ah 


giiservant, "MR. ALEXANDER", refused to log charges of criminal acts 
10 || (iilegal wiretapping, etc.) committed in California, but instead, 
11 | under cclor of authority and pretense of law, without cause or 

12 || srovecation, cefendant agent, employee or servant eeongeuiiy: will- 
13 relly, metierously, and negligently threatened olaintiff with 

14 || bodily harm. When olaintiff calmed down and shortly called th 

1s | ATTCRNEY GENERAL's OFFICE for "MR, ALEXANDER", plaintiff was acdc- 

16 || vised that there was no such person in the OFFICES OF THE ATTORNEY 
17 || GENDRAL, Plaintiff was immediately fearful and apprehensive for 

18 | his personal safety in that again defendant ATTORNEY GENERAL YCUN 
=R had his acents and employees out after plaintiff. As deftencants 
intenéed, and each of them, plaintiff was quite ill for some days 
after. Defendants prevented plaintiff from filing his charges. 


Vit 


That from 1972 forward, cefendants, and each of them, know- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 
others, to supsress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 
mlaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 


illegally assaulting plaintifin ay peagan-2801 
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which shall te proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under 
Lo beens Shen. Sace. 274, 


WERITCARI, Slaintilif Gemancds judgment against defendants, 


@.l e@cn oF tren, the gun and costs of which shailke proved at 
Lris., BAI ctuamansactery and puaitive damages, and such other re- 
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Defendants are; 


lL. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, City Hall, 915 I Street, 





| Sacramento, California. 

2. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 

and CHIEF WILLIAM J. KINNEY, 813 Sixth St., Sacramento, California. 
3. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
and INTELLIGENCE UNIT OFFICER SMITH, 813 6th St., Sacramento. 

On July 25, 1972, plaintiff filed particulars on criminal 
acts occurring in the CITY OF SACRAMENTO with defendant, its a- 
gent, employee or servant, POLICE OFFICER SMITH acting within the 
scope of his employment. Defendant SMITH deceivedplaintiff and 

i plaintiff did believe that defendant SMITH was requiring request- 
ed information and particulars to complete official CITY OF SAC- 
RAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT forms regarding the commission of crime 
Defendant SMITH misquoted and misstated plaintiff's statements 

| which, uncorrected, would subject plaintiff to prejudice and loss 
| o£ respect in plaintiff's business activities and among plain- 

| tif£'s business associates and clients. Plaintiff immediately 
objected and demanded correction of the prejudicial and false 
statements and information. Defendant's agent, employee or ser- 

| vant SMITH willfully, intentionally, wrongfully, and maliciously 


| refused to correct the prejudicial and false statements and infor- 


| communicate the prejudicial and false statements and information 


to other law enforcement agencies and officials in california and 





| elsewhere in the United States, first by teletype followed by 


written andpublished reports. 
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and California celiberately 


and misqueted and erroneous and false statements about 


plaintiffS which defamed plaintiff's business reputation and pro- 


fessional regard. 
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That the words spoken, written, published, circulated by de- 
fendant or its agents, employees or servants, acting within the 
scope of their aaiounene: under color of authority and pretense 
of law, without cause or provocation, were false and prejudicial, 
and that prior te defendant's acts plaintiff enjoyed an excellent 
and knowlegeable reputation in the firearms field and related 
technologies. Defendant's acts caused plaintiff to be ceprived by 
the law enforcement community the benefits of plaintiff's firearms 


in 
ability/ plaintiff's Unitec States Patent No. 3,543,428, “Rifle 


Forestceck", and "“ANCEOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPCNS TRAINING FIRING 
MANUAL AND BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHOD", plaintiff's 1972 copyright 
o Y~@ 
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That defendant, contriving and intending to injure plaintiff 
and deprive him of the respect, confidence and esteem peculiarly 
essential to plaintiff's profession and business, and contriving 


and intending to deprive plaintiff of his good business name, 


= -=-- 
—_———~ ee ee ~~ 


reputation and the esteem of his business associates and clients, | 
| od 

and to bring plaintiff into cisastrous scandal, ridicule, and pro- 
i 

fessional disrepute, before his clients, business associates, pro- 


fessional associates, friends, neighbors, acquaintances, and the | 


public in general, and did hold plaintiltf up to public scorn, | 


Cj 


contemnt, ridicule and ¢iserace, on or about July 25, 1972 for-~ 


4 ’ 


ward, OY the “alse, scandalous, aefazery libel, and wrongfully 


published and .cizculated statements and information. 


- — 


10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 


17 


19 


20 


22 
23 


24 
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That defendants, and each of them, knowingly and willfully 


a re RT er US GR we nainen —mureeiT TEAAY’ eR ey ee a a. ea 


organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress 
and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life-. 
saving firearms and related technologies by illegally libeling 
and slandering plaintiff. 
IX 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the cgnspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, under color of authority and pretense of law. 
x 
Ey reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and others, plaintiff has been) 
greatly injured in his good business name, fame and reputation, 
in the conduct and execution of his lawful business activities, 
in his standing in the community wherein plaintiff conducts his 
business, and in the high regard, respect, confidence and esteem 
he has hitherto enjoyed among his business associates and members 
of the law enforcement community and elsewhere, 
XL 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and with others, and the libel 
and slander thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered ex- 
treme and severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been | 
injured in mind and body and earning eapeciey: the nature and ex- 


tent of which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated here- 


in under DAMAGES from page 274. 
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XII | 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, 


compensatory and punitive damages, as shall be proved at trial. 


| 
| 
| | 
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tO 


I 


Tne Court nas jurisdicticn in this matter under Title 28, 


G2 


oo 


United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 etseq., for depri- 


5 |}vation of civil rights, assaults by federal police officers acting 





uncer color of authority and pretense of law, the enjoinment of 


~~ 


Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
is a party, Unitec States Constitution, Article Til, Section 2; 


10 |Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 8s: 


11 || 4982,1983,1985,1986, interference with Civil Rights: redress for 


i2 |Violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 


13 jDue Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 


14 ment to the United States Con sstitution, Title 28, United States 


15 ||Code, Secs. 1331 et seq. 


16 rt 


17 Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 


, 
| | 
TWENTY-FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


6 | 
| 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under thel: 
| 
| 


18 ]}28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
19 jequity autherized by law; Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 19233, 
20 |to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other ser 
21 ison within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 

22 junder color cf statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
23 }of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
24 |constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
25 | leges, anc immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 

26 }secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 
27 || tection Clauses of the phde teenth Amendment to the United States 
28 | Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
99 jl and eesta, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
rr aoe uee Reagan-2806 

31 Further, jurisdiction cz the Court is invoked because acts o 
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ss ota tot Bag PO ae 


2 |e fencéants, under color cf law and authority, deprived plaintiff 
| 


I 


IV 


Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States and the UNITED 


+ es 


STATES is a party to this controversy. 


V 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif 
Vi 

Defendants are: 
1. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI), headquarters 
in Washington, D.C. 
2. Def. FEBERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, FBI DIRECTOR 
WILLIAM RUCKELSCHAUS, Washington, D.C. 
3. Def. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

ViIIl 


On May 22, 1973, defendant, its agent, employee or servant | 


| FBI DIRECTOR WILLIAM J. RUCKELSHAUS, under color of authority and 


pretense of law, intentionally, willfully, and maliciously sent 


a false and prejudicial letter to New York United States Senator 


| James L. Buckley which subjected plaintiff to prejudice and loss 








of respect in the eyes of a fellow Yale Man. 
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The defendant, contriving and intending to injure plaintiff 


and deprive him of the respect, confidence and esteem peculiarly 


essential to plaintiff's business profession and expertise, and | 
contriving and intending to deprive plaintiff of his good busi- | 
ness name, reputation and the esteem of his business associates | 
and clients, and to bring plaintiff into cisastrous scandal, ridi- 


cule, and professionai disrepute, before his clients, professional 
















and business associates, friends, neighbors, acquaintances, and 
the public in general, and to hold plaintiff up to public scorn, 
contempt, ridicule and disgrace, did heretofore, on or about the 
day of May 22, 1973, falsely and wrongfully publish and circulate 
of and concerning the plaintiff, the following false, scancalous 
and defamatory libel: 

(1) “Mr. Bronson is a self-described designer-inventor who 
claims to have developed a weapons training and firing system 
which will vastly improve the user's accuracy." 

(2) “Mr. Bronson's manual has been reviewed by the FBI 
Academy firearms staff, and was found to contain no additional 
knowledge or technology to that already in use in our firearms 


procram. “ 





(3) “For some unknown reason, he (plaintiff BRONSON) select- 
ed former Acting Director Gray as one of the individuals most 
responsible for law enforcement's lack of interest in his (BRON- 
SON) system." 

(4) "In recent weeks, Mr. Bronson has made two telephone 
calls to FBI Headquarters, Washington, D.C. On both occasions, 


Mr. Bronson terminated his telephone calls with abusive and ob- 


scene remarks when he was told the FBI had made no effort to sup- 
‘sink hie eecinies Ronald Reagan-2808 

The foregoing was meant and intended to convey that plaintiff 
BRONSON was to be suppressed and deprived the benefits of plain- 
tiff's firearms ability and expertise, as embodied in United 
States Patent No. 3,543,428, "Rifle Forestock", and plaintiff's 
1972 copyright “ANCHOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPONS TRAINING FIRING 
MANUAL AND BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHOD", by the law enforcement com- 
sunity and starting with defendant FBI, and to hold plaintiff in 
30 |\contempt in the eyes of his business associates and clients he 
31 ;worked with in a serofessional capacity. The foregoing wrongful 


32) act was meant to direct attention to plaintiff away from defen- 
| 


| 
! 
| 


| 

I 

\ 

| 

| 

| dant(s)'s wrongful, malicious acts under color of authority or law. 

| x 
| 

a That the words spoken, written, published, circulated by ce- 

5 ltendant or its agents, emplcyees or servants, acting within the 

4 |scope of their employment, under color of authority and pretense 

ree law, without cause or provocation, were false and prejudicial, 

6 jand that prior to defendant’s acts plaintiff enjoyed an excellent 

a lana knowlegeable reputation in the firearms field and related 


g itechnologies. 


9 XI 


10 That derenaante:.aaa each of them, knowingly and willfully 

ll organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 

12 lamong themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress 
13 land wrongfully withhold from lawenforcement plaintiff's new life- 
14 |lsaving firearms and related technologies by illegally libeling 

1§ land slandering plaintifé. 

16 | XII 

17 That defendants, and each of them, did the acts, conspiracies 
18 land things herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the 


19 |conspiracy and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and here- 


190 |inbefore complained of, under color of authority and pretense of 


21 || Law. 
22 | XIII 
| 
23 | By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


24 llof Aefendants, and each of them, and with others, plaintiffs has 


25 |been greatly injured in his good business name, fame and reputa-~ | 


26iltion, in the conduct and execution of his lawful business activi- 
27 ;ties, in his standing in the community wherein plaintiff conducts 
28 lIhis business, and in the high regard, respect, confidence and 

29 |esteem he has hitherto enjoyed among his business and professional 
39 |associates and members of the law enforcement and sport shcoting 


f. : : 
34 een and elsewhere. ponaiq Reagan-2809 
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XIV 















By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


LS 


of defendants, and each of them, and with others, and the libel 


and slander thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered 


extreme and severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has 
been injured in mind and body and earning capacity, the nature. 
and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated 
herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
AV 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive dama- 





13 |Iges, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper by. 
14 {this Court. 

1$ TWENTY~FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

16 I 

7 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
18 ilall allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 U.S.C 
19 |$$1343,1346(b); 42 U.S.C. 81981 et seq.; Constitution Amend. XIV. 


20 Lt 


21 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
22!all allegations set forth in all causes of action, herein, herein- 
213 llbefore and hereinafter complained of for loss of privileges and 


24ilimmunities under color of authority and pretense of law. 


25 Tio 

26 | Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, the amount in 
97 |lcontroversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED STATES 
28 i|is a party. 

29 IV 

‘ol Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de-~ 


<< acitiinien sued herein as JUHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


* 
52 | therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
{ 
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iticus names Zor Gamases caused and ercximately caused to plaintiff 


in 


1 i V 


to 


Pefendants are: 
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a. 1. Def. UNITED STATES ARMY, neadquarters The Pentagon, 

+ |Washingten, DCas for/. the Aberceen Proving Grounds, Aberdeen, 

5 | maryland, and elsewhere. 

ss 2. Def. WINCHESTZER-WESTERN DIVISICN of the OLIN CORPORATION, 
1 |stantora, Connecticut. 

g | 3. Def. REMINGTON ARMS DIVISION of the DUPONT DE NEMOURS 


9 | CORPORATION, Wilmington, Delaware. 
10 4. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTORS L.P. GRAY 
11 IWILLIAM RUCKELSHAUS, CLARENCE M. KELLEY, headquarters Washington, 


12 D.C. 


13 S. Def. NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION of AMERICA, 1600 Rhode 


pelaeenr Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


1s | 6. Def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION of the 


LoL UN TEES STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, headquarters Washington, D.C. 
17 | 7. Def. INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CHIEFS OF POLICE, INC., 
t 


13 |headquarters ll Firstfield Road, Gaithersburg, Maryland. 








ei 8. Def. NATIONAL SHERIFFS ASSCCIATION, 1250 Connecticut Ave- 
20 nue, N.W., Washington, D.C., headquarters. 
2 | 9. pefs. NIXON ADMINISTRATION WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS, 1600 
22 | pennsy vania Avenue, Washington,D.C. 
23 10. Def. COLT INDUSTRIES, INC., headquarters New York City. 
28 ll. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J, 

1 





26 | 12. Def. LOS ANGELES COUNTY, SHERIFF PETER. PITCHESS, 211° 
27 | west Tample, Los Angeles, California 90012. ° = "'. 
28 : 13, Def. SACRAMENTO COUNTY, SHERIFF DUANE LOWE, DISTRICT AT_ 





tJ 


ee 


| 

TORNEY JOHN PRICE, 720 - 9th Street, Sacramento, California. | 
| 

{ 


30 4 14. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE, CHIEF WILLIAM 
204 | 
3160. KINNEZ, Ronald Reagan-2811 
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15. Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, OFFICERS CHASTAINE, 
CLEMONS and SNELSON, Sacramento, California. 

16. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, 
COMMISSIONER GLENDON B. CRAIG, headquarters Sacramento, California 

17. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICE, OFFICERS WESTON 
and SHERWOOD, CHIEF GUY R. OATES, headquarters Sacramento, CA. 

18. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., 
MARC POCHE, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

19. Def. CITY OF LOS ANGELES, LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


CHIEF EDWARD DAVIS, 150 North Los Angeles, Los Angeles, CA 90012. 
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Beginning about 1971, and. continuing to present time, defen- 


dant UNITED STATES ARMY performed incorrect testing and analysis 


4 liof Plaintiff BRONSON's United States Patent No. 3,543,428, "Rifle 


3 


10 
li 
12 
13 


14 
I 
16 
17 


13 


| 
| 
| 
! 


Forestock", and related firearms technologies. Defendant ARMY re- 
fused to retest said technologies of plaintiff and correct defen- 
dant ARMY's verbal and written reports of false findings. These 
wrongful acts and other things done by defendant ARMY are more 
fully set forth herein in plaintiff's 72nd through 75th causes/actl. 
relating to defendant(s), and each of them, anti-trust conspira- 
cies and other wrongful ects. 
VI 

Beginning in and about 1971, and continuing to present, in 
doing the above-mentioned comspiracies, acts and things herein, 
hereinafter and hereinbefore complained of, defendant UNITED STATE 
ARMY instigated and entered into conspiracies against plaintiff, 


the results of which are: 


Ll. Taat def. ARMY deliberately released said false reports 


I9 lof plaintiff's technologies and United States Patent to the fire- 


20 | arms anc related industries, and the public in general; that def. 


21|ARMY refused to retest and correct said false reports; that def. 


22 | ARMY's illegal and wrongful acts were to coverup the inferior def. 


23 | 


24 


a 


26 | weaponry, federal contracts, "add-on" contracts, and other "con- 


27 
28 | 
29 


30 | 


ARMY's weaponry in the M-16 automatic rifle, the infantry rifle of 


the Vietnam War. 


2. That in exchange for coverup of inferior federal (ARMY) 


a ee NE a 


siderations", defendants ARMY, WINCHESTER, REMINGTON, COLT, and 
and THE ITHACA CORPORATION, 
each of them, and with others,/conspized and acted and did not 


permit plaintif£ with his firearms and related technologies to 


engage in or comrete in interstate commerce against defendant(s) 
| Ronald Reagan-2813 
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3. That in exchange for coverup of inferior def. FEDERAL 
| BUREA AU CP INVESTIGATION pistol tecnnolcgy, inferior def. SECRET 
‘gery VICE pistol technology, inferior def(s) NRA, IACP, and NSA pis- 


tol technologies, and for spacial "considerations" from the law , 
| 


re te ee ee es 


jeniorcement communities and officials of the NIXON ADMINISTRATION, 
defendant(s) ARMY, FBI, SECRET SERVICE, NRA, IACP, NSA, LOS ANGE- 
| LES POLICE AND SHERIFF DEPARTMENTS, SACRAMENTO POLICE AND SHERIFF 
DEPARTMENTS, and each of them, and with others, conspired and act- 


or engage 
ed and did not permit plaintiff to compete/in interstate commerce 


10 }against defendant(s); that plaintiff was removed from competition 
11 |by defendant(s) conspiring and using beatings, strangulation, hand 
cuffing, assault, false impriscnment, false arrest, involuntary 
restraint, tresspass, attempted murder, sabotage of business 
equipment, illegal wiretap, interference with delivery of U.S. 
mail and other services, unlawful search and seizure, deprivation 
of Civil Rights under color of authority and pretense of law, and 


other wrongful conspiracies, acts and things herein complained of; 


that the said conspiratorial campaign and patterns of harassment 


oO 


and abuse of plaintiff were intended to. and did not permit plain- 
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to demonstrate that plaintis f's "STRINGFIRE” technology pro- 
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~s 


| tects innocent citizens from wild, random gunfire by police, as 


1 
+ 


i well as protecting law officers lives against felons, and to better 


to 
to 





id 
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protect citizens by allowing law officers to stop felons from ! 


24 | wrongdoing by precise control firearms handling; that defendants, 
25 | 


26, evaluate, or fairly consider plaintiff"s new lifesaving law en- 


| 
27 


and eacn cf them, did together refuse to comment upon, fairly 








forcement and military technologies. 
28 | 4. That inexchnange for coverup of inferior federal (ARMY) 
29 !' weaponry, federal contracts, "add-on" contracts, and other “con- 


39 © siderations", defendants WINCHESTER, REMINGTON, COLT, and others, 


a i rere 


31' suppressed competition from Plaintiff BRONSON's more superior and | 


Sea D Eel i! eee See 


-2 effective ana efficient “rifle forestock" in threats against 


16 Se 


— 













plaintiff's potential clients, business associates, and firearms 


manufacturers. 


>. That in exchange for coverup of inferior federal (ARMY) 
weaponry, federal contracts, "add-on" contracts, and other "con- 
siderations", defendant(s) COLT, ARMY, and others, did suppress | 
from the American public the inferiority, inoperability, and in- 
effectiveness of the UNITED STATES ARMY infantry automatic rifle,- 
the M-16, the Vietnam rifle, from investigations by the United 
States Congress and defendant(s) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INCESTIGATION., 

6. That def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION, and 
others, wrongfully used its funding to law enforcement authority 
under Crime in the Streets Act of 1968 and the Omnibus Crime Bill 
of 1968 to blackmail defendant(s) from not using plaintiff's fire- 
arms and related technologies, by discriminating against the 
American law enforcement communities and conspiratorily providing 
wrongfully requested federal funds to law enforcement communities 


in California, particularly in Sacramento and Los Angeles. 


7. That defs. WINCHESTER WESTERN/OLIN, REMINGTON ARMS/DUPONT 
and others, made illegal campaign contributions to Committee to 
Relect the President (RICHARD M. NIXON), in exchange for which 
officials of the NIXON WHITE HOUSE conspired and ordered oe 
tiff's firearms and related technologies suppressed through wrong-;’ 
ful, malicious, and intentional use of defendant(s) FBI, FBI DIR_ 
ECTORS GRAY AND RUCKELSHAUS AND KELLEY, THE SECRET SERVICE, LEAA, 
and others, in illegal wiretapping and other wrongful acts and 
things herein complained of; that plaintiff was the victim of 
political blackmail and federal funding blackmail.’ | 
8. That defendant(s) each in his own way conspired through 


[political and funding blackmail to effect def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


30 |ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER, GOVERNOR REAGAN and GOVERNOR BROWN, and | 

| | ce | 

i. nes wrongful suppression of Plaintiff BRONSON and his fire-~ 

sa ! Ronald Reagan-2815 | 
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arms and related technologies. 
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9. That defendant(s) each in his own way conspired through 
political and funding blackmail to effect defendant GOVERNOR ED- 
MUND G. BROWN, Jr., wrongful suppression and abuse of plaintiff 
by contributing to def. GOVERNOR BROWN’s 1974 campaign for govern- 
or of California, 1976 campaign for President of the United States 
and 1978 campaign for reelection to governor. 

10. That defendants, and each of them, conspired and did 
have def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE OFFICERS attack, beat, hand- 
cuff, strangle, illegally search, seize, imprison, arrest, etc., 
plaintiff on August 22, 1975, without cause or provocation, under 
color of authority and pretense of law, as more fully described 
in plaintiff's FIRST through THIRD CAUSES OF ACTION. 

ll. That defendants, and each of them, conspired and did 
have def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, OFFICERS 
SHERWOOD AND WESTON, assault and threaten plaintiff with deadly 
weapons on February ll, 1977, in retaliation for filing this law- 
suit, in retaliation from def. GOV. BROWN, and others, for plain- 
tiff's efforts to expose the criminal coverup by GOV. BROWN of 
criminal acts in the Brown Administration, and as political pay- 
off by def. GOVERNOR BROWN to defendant(s) in law enforcement, 
and others, in which defendants, and each of them conspired to 
support and contribute to the Brown Election Campaigns in return 


for GOV. BROWN's continuing the assaults and harassments of plain- 


tiff. Ronald Reagan-2816 


12. That defendants NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION, INTERNATION- 
AL ASSOCIATION OF CHIEFS OF POLICE, NATIONAL SHERIFFS ASSOCIATION, 
conspired with organization members and responded to plaintiff 
unanimously in the negative or with obsenities, and dismissed 
plaintiff's technologies without testing. 


13. That defendants firearms manufacturers threatened to put 


| 


local retail gun dealers out of business by withdrawing firearms 


"lines" if plaintiff's technologies were implemented or licensed. : 
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The defendants, and each of them, conspired, contrived and 


intended to injure plaintiff and deprive his of the respect, con- | 


i ee 


fidence and esteem peculiarly essential to plaintiff's business | 
profession and expertise, and said defendants conspired, ccalnivai 
and intended to deprive plaintiff of the privileges and immunities 
guaranteed to plaintiff under Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII;, and XIV 

of the United States Constitution, and did deprive plaintiff of 
his good business name, reputation and esteem of his business 
associates and clients, and brought plaintiff into disastrous 
scandal, ridicule, and professional disrepute before his clients, 
professional and business associates, friends, neighbors, acquain- 
tances, and the public in general, and held plaintiff up to public 
scorn, and did restrain plaintiff from being able to compete in 
interstate commerce and compete in the manufacture of, training 
in, and other things, related to firearms and other technologies, 
and did wrongfully publish and circulate false information regard- 


I plaintiff and his technologies. 


IX 
That from 1971 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acies and agreement among themselves, and each of then, and with 
others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 
and the military plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related 
itechnologies by illegally conspiring against and suppressing 
Prasneeees Ronald Reagan-2817 
. ! 
That defendants, and each of them, did the conspiracies, seta 





jane things herein, hereinaiter and hereinbefore complained of, 
pa in furtherance of, the conspiracy and agreement herein alleged 
| 
‘a complained of, by defendant(s), its agents, employees or ser- : 


yvants, acting within the scope of their employment, under color of 
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| authority and pretense of law, without cause or provocation, and 





intentionally invaded plaintiff's guaranteed protections, privi- 


| leges and immunities under Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV 
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of the United States Constitution. 
AL 
That defendants, and each of them, knowingly and wilifully 
organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress 


and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement, NATO and the U.S. 


er ee re ee — 


military plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technolo- 
gies by illegally conspiring against and assaulting plaintiff. 


ATI 


By reason of the wronful, intentional, and malicious acts of 
defendant(s), plaintiff has been greatly injured in his good busi- 
ness name, fame and reputation, in the conduct and execution of 
his lawful business activities, in his standing in the community 

wherein plaintiff conducts his business, and in the nigh regard, 


respect, confidence and esteem he has hitherto enjoyed among his 


| 
{ 
{ 
\" 
| 
'business and professional asscciates and members of the law enforca- 
ment, military and sport shooting communities, and elsewhere. 

! | XIII 

| 

| By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts of 
defendant(s), and the wounds and fright thereby caused plaintifé, 
ee has suffered extreme and severe mental anguish and phys- 


\ical pain, and has been injured in mind and body and earning capa- 


city, the nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial. 


XIV 





WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, 


vand each o£ them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which shali 
ibe proved at trial, for compensatory and punitive damages and ine 
penne from pace 274, and for such other relief as is deemed : 


Ronald Reagan-281 : 
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TWENTY-SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
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\wation of civil rights, assaults by federal solice officers acting 


under color of authcrity and pretense of law, the enioinment of 


is a party, United States Constitution, Article IIT, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 85. 
1982,1983,1935,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations cf the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, anc the 
Due Process and Foual Protection Clauses of the TOURTEENTH Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et sec.; Crime in the Streets Act and Omnious 
Crime Bill, beth of 1968; Federal Election Campaign Law of 1971. 


Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invokec under Title 


\22, United States Code, Secs. +3! and 1343, this being 2 suit in 


Neeuity autherized ty law; Title 42, United States Cece, Sec. 1983 


}son within the jurisdiction thereo= to redress the deprivation 


under coler of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 


lof a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 


Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 


9 


Leges, and immunities sought nerein to be redressed are those 


secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 


* 


ltection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amenement to mse United States 
iConstitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


jand costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 


III -A 


Gefencants, under color cf law anc aucnority, deorived olaintic: 
| Ronald Reagan-2819 
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unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages uncer the 


Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States. 


to se commenced by any citizens of the United States or other a, 


| 
| 
| 
; 


= ne a re ee 


further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked secause acts cf 


: 


ee ee ~*. 


EE = 
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ORIGINAL 


1 of tha praivilesas and immmitiss guaranteed to plainsif? bry 
2| Amendments I, IV, V, Vi, VII, and X27 of the Constitution of th 


woe 
3 | Gaited States. 


| 
4 ImlI-3 


5 | Plainsict does heroky incorporate and acort Ly recarence, 


6 all allegations set forth in gomIsporerioy (pasm 2); Title 25, 
7 | Use, Seetions 1343 and 1346'S); Title 42, tsc, Section 1231 ot 
8 | sage? Amendments I,1V,V,Vi,Vil, and 2rV to tha CUnitad Statas— 
9 Constitution. 
10 XIi- Cc 
11 Plaintiz? = harety incesperats and adopt nz reference, 
+a allecations got forth in all causes of ucticn herein, hersin= 
after om? hereinbefore complained of, fer deprivations of peivi-g- 
lecses and ismmnitics under color of authority and ersatsnse of 

15 | Laws, 
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4 Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, the 


5 |UNITED STATES IS a party, and plaintiff incorporates herein all. 
6 ||}causes of action hereinafter and hereinbefore complained of. 

7 V 

8 Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
9 | fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 

10 || therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


11 | tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 


12 vi 
13 Defandants are: 
14 1. Def. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, UNITED STATES 


1S |ATTORNEY DWAYNE KEYES, 650 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 


16 2. Def. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, UNITED STATES 

17 (ASSISTANT) ATTORNEY DONALD HELLER, 1220 H Street, Sacramento, CA. 
18 Ronalq Reagan-2821 

19 Follewins the August 22, 1975, beating, strangulation, hand- 


20 |cuffing, false imprisonment, illegal search and seizure, etc., of 
21 ||plaintiff wrongfully by defendant FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, its 
22 |}agents, employees, or servants, and more fully set forth in FIRST 
23 | THROUGH THIRD CAUSES OF ACTION herein, acting within scope of em- 
24 || ployment, under color of authority and pretense of law, without 

25 ||cause or provocation, Plaintiff BRONSON immediately contacted the 
26 |l office of UNITED STATES ATTORNEY DWAYNE KEYES to file criminal 

27 ||charges against said defendants, and each of them, in plaintiff's 
28 || lawful capacity of "complaining witness" for the United States of | 
29 america. That beginning with plaintiff's August 22, 1975, beat-~- 


30 ing, ete., by defendant FPS, its agents, employees or servants, | 


| 





31 |extending through 1976, Plaintif= BRONSON'’s communications to 





32 | ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY HELLER for U.S. ATTORNEY DWAYNE KEYES 


— 
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| 
l | were repeatedly refused by ASST. U.S. ATTORNEY HELLER in conspir~ 
| 


| 


to 


acy with cefendants, and each of them. ASST.U.S. ATTORNEY HELLER 
repeatedly refused to receive complaint and filing of criminal 
4|charges against defendant FPS, its, agents, employees, or servantsi, 
§ by plaintif£, stating that plaintiff had to be represented by 

6 pees attorney". Continuing the UNITED STATES conspiracy 
against plaintiff, ASST. U.S. ATTORNEY HELLER continued to refuse 
to permit filing of complaint and criminal charges against said 
defendant(s) by plaintiff even after plaintiff BRONSON identified 
10 


himself as in propria persona exercising plaintiff's right of 


11 | “complaining witness" for the United States of America and did 





12 ||not need a “private Attorney" to do so. Plaintiff had been in- 

13 || structed by federal official that there is no place for “private 
14 | attorney” in the United States Attorney's complaints and actions 
13 | for criminal wrongdoing. ASST. U.S. ATTORNEY HELLER wrongfully, 
16 || maliciously, negligently, wantonly, conspiringly, denied Plaintifs 
17 || BRONSON pretections, privileges, and immunities guaranteed to 

8 | plaintif£ under Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV of the United 
19 || States Constitution, and particularly the Equal Protection and 


| 


20 | Due Precess of Law Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment. Plaintif 


Vial 


That from 1975 forward, defendants, and each of them, xnow- 


re 


28 | plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 

29 | conspiring and covering up defendant FPS beating of plaintiff. 
30 ! rx | 
a That deZendants, and each of them, cid the acts and things | 


29. herein alleged sursuant ts, and iniurtherance of, the conspiracy 


hs 


ee 


4 
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1 land agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
2 |complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
3) law, and invaded plaintiff's guaranteed privileges and immunities. 
4 Xx 
5 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, willful and getietous. 
6 ||acts and conspiracies of defendants, and each of them, and the 
_7\|fright thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme 
g | and severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured 
9 | in mind and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of 
i0 |which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under 
11 | DAMAGES from page 274. 
12 XT 
13 WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
14 land each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
S |ishall be proved at trial, and compensatory and punitive damages, 


16 i|and such other relief as deemed just and proper by the Court. 


17 TWENTY-SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
18 i 
19 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
20/all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 USC 


21 | $81343,1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV 
22 Il 


ne 


23 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, all 


24l}allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, hereinbefore 


26li\ties under color of authority and pretense of law. 
el Itt 
28 | plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, the amount in 


| 
29 || controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED STATES 


additionally 
30, is a party; jurisdiction arises/under Federal Election Campaign 
| taw of 1971, as amended. Ronald Reagan-2823 
a IV 


25illand hereinafter complained of, for loss of privileges and immuni- 
| 
ee | 
32 | Plaintif£ does not know the true names and capacities of de- | 

‘ ! 


jo - 71 - 
i 


\ 


eS 


ee a . * 
a ne in oe ne ass eee SIA wm re 


— 


fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


2itherefore sues these Gefendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 

3 {tious names for damages caused and ptoinaeeie caused to plaintiff. 
4 V 

5 Defendants are: 

6 1. Def. UNITED STA'TES, LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINIS- 

7 | TRATION, headquarters Washington, D,C. 

8 2. Def. STATE OF CALICORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 


YOUNGER through the Office of Criminal Justice Planning, Sacramen. 

3. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, 
heacquarters Sacramento. 

4. Def. COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT, SHERIFF 
DUANE LOWE, 711 6G Street, Sacramento, California. 

5. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


CHIEF WILLIAM J. KINNEY, 813 - 6th Street, Sacramento, California. 


6. Def. LOS ANGELES COUNTY, SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT, SHERIFF 


17 | PETER PITCHESS, 211 West Temple, Los Angeles, California. 
18 7. Def. CITY CF LOS ANGELES, LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
19 | CHIEF EDWARD DAVIS, 150 North Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, 
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270 | California 90012. 


21 8. Def. CITY OF LOS ANGELES, MAYOR THOMAS BRADLEY, City Hall, 
22 | 200 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, California, 90012. 

53 Ranald Reagan-2824 

24 | On or apout 1972, defendants, and each of them, conspired 


25 ||with def. LEAA, its agents, employees, or servants, and others, 


—= 


26;}and did accept federal law enforcement funding assistance, fun- 


27 ||neled through the California Office of Criminal Justice Planning 
i 
28 |; and elsewhere, for not adopting, implementing or training in 


29 Plaintiff's United States Patent No. 3,543,428, “Rifle Forestock", 


Aa ane “ANCHOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPONS TRAINING FIRING MANUAL AND 





Fz 
31! BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHCD", anc other related technologies. De- 


a2 | fendants, and each of them, accepted the federal law enforcement | 
92.) | 
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funding in the finance of this conspiracy, discriminating against 


other law enforcement communities and cesperate needs, and for 


the political reasons, blackmail, advancement, funding and support 


of ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER's campaigns, LAPD CHIEF DAVIS's cam- 
paing, GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN's campaign, MAYOR THOMAS BRADLEY '‘s 
campaigns (former policeman), GOVERNOR BROWN's presidential and 
reelection eanpeionss and others. Defendant(s) maliciously, wron 
fully and willfully did these acts and things herein complained 


of to Geprive plaintiff of his Patent and STRINGFIRE properties. 


Defengant(s) at the same time breached their duty to fellow offi- 
cers and placed their lives unnecessarily in danger and traitor- 
ously spent the lives of several hundred police officers in Cali- 
fornia in defendant(s) willful, malicious and wanton suppression 
of plaintiff and his technologies. Defendants, and each of them, 
sent back training manuals without comment, fair evaluation or 
fair consideration of the new lifesaving weapons sechnologies. 
Vit 

In doing the wrongful conspiracies, acts and things above- 
mentioned, def. MAYOR BRADLEY ignored plaintiff's May 15, 1975, 
and prior pleas for MAYOR BRADLcY investigation in the scope of 
his employment of the conspiracy and federal funding blackmail 
involving LAPD CHIEF EDWARD DAvIs. Plaintiff is not to write, 
communicate, with any one in the CITY OF LOS ANGELES government 
by order of MAYCR BRADLEY, as plaintiff was repeatedly advised. 

VILE 

Beginning in or about 1972, def. LEAA, its agents, employees 
or servants, conspired to restrain and suppress plaintiff's fire- 
arms and relateé technologies and described in sub-paragraphs VI 
and VII above, and did: Ronald Reagan-2825 


(i) pribe, restrain, suporess anc ctherwise keep plaintiff 


| out of the firearms industry and weapons/sports training fields, 


by use of "Siseriminatory"” ané unfair and unlawful federal fundin 
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;nerein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
| 


(2) Bribe, restrain, suppress and otherwise keep plaintiff 
out of the law enforcement and military weapons training field. 
(3) Payoff to defs. WINCHESTER, REMINGTON, and COLT, and 


others, directly and directly, for defendant(s) illegal election 


a i ES EE TE ee A: OYA IR rs ne 
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campaign contributions to RICHARD M. NIXON and others, by wrong- 
fully, willfully and maliciously eliminating competition to defs. 
WINCHESTER, REMINGTON, COLT, and others, represented in Plaintiff 
BRONSON and his firearms and related technologies. 

(4) Material assist in the extended coverup of the inferior, 
ineffective, inefficient, inoperative ARMY M-16 infantry rifle 
which caused the unnecessary loss of thousands of lives of Ameri- 
can servicemen and lost the Vietnam War for America. 

(5) Bribe the California law enforcement community with 
federal funding monies and "considerations" and other acts and 
things herein complained of, in return for certain California law 
enforcement community defendant(s) acting to not adopt, implement 
or train in plaintiff's firearms and related technologies. 

(6) Other acts and things which shall be proved at trial. 

TA 

That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 
others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 


plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 


funding blackmail, bribes, payoffs, etc., which shall be proved 


conspiring and covering up defendant(s) wrongdoing through eenenks 
| 
| 
at trial. Ronald Reagan-2826 | 
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That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and ;hereinbefore 


f | : 
lcomplained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of | 
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law, and invaded plaintiff's eeieanenes privileges and immunities 
under Equal Protection and Due Precess Clauses of Amendment XIV. 
XI 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, willful and maliciou 
acts and conspiracies of defendants, and each of them, and the 
fright thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme 
and severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured 
in mind and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of 
which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under 
DAMAGES from page 274. 
XII 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be proved at trial, and compensatory and punitive damages, 


and such other relief as deemed just and proper by the Court. 


TWENTY-EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
L 

Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 of 
the United States Code, Sections 1343,1346(b): Title 42, United 
States Code, Section 1981 et seq.; Fourteenth Amendment ¢& the 
Constitution of the United States; and Public Utilities Act. 

| | +7 

Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
after and hereinbefore complained of for loss of privileges and 
immunities under color of authority and pretense of law. 

Ii! 

Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, the UNITED 
STATES is a vcarty, and the amount in controversy exceeds, exclu- 
sive of interest and costs, Ten Tnaousand Dollars. 

Ronald Reagan-2827 
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; IV 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintifé. 

V 

Defendants are; 

1. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTORS L.P. 
GRAY, WILLIAM RUCKELSHAUS, CLARENCE M. KELLEY, headquarters in 
Washington, D.C. 


2. Def. UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE, headquarters, Washing 
con, D.C; 


3. Defs. NIXON ADMINISTRATION WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS, 1600 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 

4. Def. WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH COMPANY, headquarters at 
60 Hudson Street, New York, NY 10013: Baltimore Area Office, 
108 East Baltimore Street, Baltimore, MD 21202: Hagerstown, Md 
branch office at 31.East Antietam Street, Hagerstown, MD 21740. 

Ronald Reagan-2828 

On or about April 28, 1973, plaintiff paid for and sent a 
telegraphic message, followed by letter, to defendant EXECUTIVE 
OFFICES of the NIXON ADMINISTRATION. Plaintiff demanded that the 
wrongful, malicious, willful, and unlawfull aiporasetone, harass- 
ment, abuse, illegal wiretapping, etc., of plaintiff and his tech 
nologies by defendant(s), its agents, employees or servants, act- 
ing under color of authority and pretense of law, stop immediately. 
Further, plaintiff demanded that defendant UNITED STATES, its a- 
pens employees or servants coverup of defendant(s) wrongdoings 


Hand wrongful acts toward plaintiff stop immediately. Further, 


iplaintiff demanded immediate retraction of defendant UNITED STATES, 
{ 
f 


\U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, ASST, ATTORNEY GENERAL HENRY E. — 
} | 

ISBN, October 20, 1972 letter which was false and a discrediting | 
) i wie | 


1 
4 


of plaintirf and plaintiff's firearms and related tachnologies 


i i fe ee oes —s eee - 


in malicious, wanton and willful act by PERERSEN in the scove of 


his employment under the control of defendant UNITED STATES, its 


| agents, employees or servants. 


Vil 
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Immediately thereafter, plaintiff was informed, and so relies 
On, by def. WESTERN UNION, its agents, employees or servants, ol 
Cert. WESTERN UNION routed plaintiff's telegraphic message through 
defendant's Baltimore (MD) Area Office then to its local office | 
in Hagerstown, Maryland. Def. WESTERN UNION, its agents, employ- 
ees or servants, later denied this routing of plaintiff's message, 
instead stating to plaintiff that def. WESTERN UNION never received 
plaintiff's telegraphic message in Baltimore directly from Sacra- 
mento, California. Further, def. WESTERN UNION stated it had no 
record of plaintiff's telegraphic message. Def. WESTERN UNION, 
its agents, employees or servants, conspired and collaborated 
with defendant(s) FBI, SECRET SERVICE, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFI- 
; 
) 


CIALS, and others, to suppress and destroy plaintiff's telegraph- 


ic message in violation of the regulations of the Public Utilitie 
Act. Def. WESTERN UNION conspired to and did assist defendant(s) 
| FBI, SECRET SERVICE, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, and others, 

| in covering up their illegal acts depriving plaintiff of his 

| guaranteed privileges, immunities and protections of Amendments 


4 I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV of the United States Constitution. Plain- 





| 
tizf does not know what happened to plaintiff's telegraphic mes- | 
| 


a sage, and plaintiff continued, and continues to present, to be 

27 || abused, harassed, illegally wiretapped, etc., complained of here-| 
08 | inbefore and hereinafter, by defendant UNITED STATES, its agents, 
29 | employees, or servants. Ronald Reagan-2829 : 
0 Virt | 


Se That from 1973 forward, defendants, and each c£& then, Knew- 
22 | ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized ccnspir- 


RT oe 


ee ee ml 


’ 


acy and agreement herein alleged, and nereinafter and nereinke- 
fore complained of, acting under ccior of authority and sretense . 
of law, ance invaded claintizi's cuaranteed orivileges and immuni-~ 

| 
ties under Equal Protection and Due Process Clauses of Amendment | 


{ 


AIV of the United States Constitution, and the regulations of the | 


Public Utility Act. | 
IX | 


ous acts and consbdiracies of defendants, and each of them, and 
the fright tnereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered ex- 
treme anc severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been 
injured in mind and body and earning canacity, the nature and 


extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated 


herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


x 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against CGefendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall te proved at trlai, anc compensatory ard punitive damages 
i and such other reiief as deemed just and proper by the Court. 


TWENTY -NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


Plaincift does hereby ;incorporate and adopt by reference, 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, willful and malici- 
| 

j 

all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28, 
| 


United States Code, Sections 1343, 1346(b); 42 USC $1931 et seq.; 


and Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 


Ronald Reagan-2830 . 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, all 


allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, hereinafter | 


{and hereinbefore complained of for loss of privileges and immuni- 


,S1@s- “under coicr ‘of authority enc sretens>o oz law; 
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2| Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 

3 fendants sued herein as JOHN DOFS ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 

4 | therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 

5} tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif£s. 
6 4 

7 Defendants are; 

8 1. Def. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUS- 


9 | TICE, ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL HENRY E. PETERSEN, 
10 | headquarters Washington, D.C. 

11 2. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTOR L. PATRICK 
12 || GRAY, headquarters Washington, D.c. 


13 | | VI 


On or about October 20, 1972, defendant, its agent, employee 
5 | or servant ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL HENRY E. PE- 

16 | TERSEN, under color of authority and pretense of law, intention- 

17 |} ally, willfully, and maliciously sent a false and prejudicial 


j 
18 | letter to California United States Senator Alan Cranston which 


19 





falsely discredited plaintiff and subjected plaintiff to poreju- 


{ 





20 |] dice and loss of respect in the eyes of Senator Cranston. 
! Ronald Reagan-2831 

21 | VII 

22 | 


The defendant, contriving and intending to injure plaintiff 





2-3 ;and deprive him of the respect, confidence and esteem peculiarly 
24)}essential to plaintiff's business profession and expertise, and 

25 | contriving and intending to deprive plaintiff of his good business 
26 | name, reputation and the esteem of his business and professional 
OF | Keeoentes and clients, and to bring plaintiff into disastrous 


{ 
28 || scandal, ridicule, and professional disrepute, before his clients 


é 


m 
& 
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| 
professional and business associates, friends, neighbors, sneak. 
30 | ances, and the public in general, and to hold plaintiff up to pub- 
SL 1ie scorn, contempt, ridicule and disgrace, did heretcfore, on or : 
32 about the day of October 20, 1972, falsely and wrongfully publish | 
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| technologies. Ronald Reagan-2832 


re ee ene mt a me 


and circulate of and concerning the plaintiff, the false, scandal 
ous and defamatory libel. 

Plaintiff herein requests the indulgence of the Court 
and petitions that plaintiff be allowed to amend this sub-para- 
praph VII of plaintiff's TWENTY-NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION at a later 
date to include the false, scandalous and defamatory libel in 
letter not in plaintiff's possession, but in the possession of 
United States Senator Alan Cranston and the United States Depart- 
ment of Justice. | 

The foregoing described letter was meant and intended 
to convey that plaintiff BRONSON was to be suppressed and deprive 
the benefits of plaintiff's firearms ability and expertise, as em 
bodied in United States Patent No. 3,543,428, "Rifle Forestock", 
and plaintiff's 1972 copyright “ANCHOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPONS 
TRAINING FIRING MANUAL AND BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHOD", by the law 
enforcement community and starting with defendant FBI, and to hol 
plaintiff in contempt in the eyes of his business and professiona 
associates and clients he worked with in a professional capacity. 

ther, the foregoing described letter was meant to turn the 
eyes of the inquirer from defendant(s) and their wrongful acts 


to the direction of plaintiff. 


Vill 
That the words spoken, written, published, circulated by de- 
fendant or its agents, employees or servants, acting within the 
scope of their employment, under color of authority and pretense 
of law, without cause or provocation, were false and prejudicial, 
and that prior to defendant's acts plaintiff enjoyed an excellent 


and knowlegeable reputation in the firearms field and related 


IX 
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That defendants, and each of them, knowingly and willfully 


organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
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among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress 


i 


and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new 


tod 


lifesaving firearms and related technologies by illegally libel- 
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ing and slandering, discrediting vlaintiff. 


Cha 


x 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts, conspira- 
cies and things herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance 
of, the conspiracy and saeecncne herein alleged, and hereinafter 
and hereinbefore complained of, under color of authority and pre- 
tense of law. 
XT 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and with others, plaintiff has 
been greatly injured in his good business name, fame and reputa- 
tion, in the conduct and execution of his lawful business activi- 
ties, in his standing in the community wherein plaintiff con- 


Gucts his business, and in the high regard, respect, confidence 


. i 
eg SLA ANT 
A 
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18 | and esteem he has hitherto enjoyed among his business and pro- 
19 || fessional associates and members of the law enforcement and sport 
+9 || snotting communities and elsewhere. } 
21 AII 
ae By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
23 OF defendants, and each of them, and with others, and the libel. 
24] and slander thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered ex- 
25 | treme and severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been 
26 || injured inmind and body and earning capacity, the nature and ae 
27; tent of which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated here- 
43 in under DAMAGES from page 27 ®eonald Reagan-2833 

| 
29 | XIII 
a WEEREFORE, plaintiff cemands judgment against the defendants, 
iran each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs cf which shall 


eae 
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| 
be vroved at trial, and ccmpensatory and punitive damages, and — 
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such other relief as deemed just and proper by the Court. 


| 
| 
1 THIRTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION | 


9 i 
3 The Court has turisdiction in this matter under Title 28, 
4 |United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 etseq., for depri- 


3 |lvation of civil rights, assaults by federal police officers acting 

6 lunder color of authority and pretense of law, the enjoinment of . 

7 |unconstitutional actions of state orficiais, for damages under the, 

g |Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 

9 jis a party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
10 |Title 42 United States Code Secs. 19&1 et seq., particularly 88: 

11 || L982,1983,1935,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 

12 |violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, anda SIXTH Amendments, and the 

13 ||\Due Precess and Equal Pretection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 

14 [Ment tc the Unitec States Constitution, Title 28, United States 

1g |Coce, Secs. 1231 et seq. 

16 | TT 2 

17 Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 

18 128, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this Feing a suit in 

= authorized by Law; Title 42, United States Cede, Sec. 1383, 

Is be commenced by any citizens of the United States cr other per 

21 |son within the jurisdiction thereof to recress the ceprivation 

22 |under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 

23 lof a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 

24 }Censtitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 

25 |leces, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 

26 |secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro- 

27 | tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 


2g ||Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


29 |and cests, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
Ronald Reagan-2834 
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314 Turther, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked because acts o 
3) | defendants, uncer color of law ang authority, deorived plaintiff 
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of the orivileses and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by Amend- 
ments I,IV,VI,VIZ, and XIV to the United States Constitution. 

IV 
| Dlaintifé BRONSCN is a citizen of the United States, and tne 
| amount in controversy exceecs Ten Thousande collars. 


V 


PlaintiZf does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and oroximately caused to plaintiff 


VI 


Defendants are: 


——— 


1. Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE (FPS) of the UNITED STATE 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION (GSA). Headquarters of the GSA 


are Washington, D.C. Lecal headquarters of the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE 


SERVICE (FPS) is 650 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 


2. Defs. OFFICER CLEMONS (BADGE 3327), OFFICER JAMES CHAS-~ 


TAINE, and CLARENCE SNELSCN, uniformed agents and employees of the 





Sacramento TEcCERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE office. 


| 3. Defs. OFFICER GREER and OFFICER W.W. SMITH (BADGE 30), 
| 


luniformed ascents and employees of LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento 





4. Def. LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento, California,under 
| entract to the defendant FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE to perform 
services as contracted. Represented in Sacramento, California 
by attorney Michael Sands. 

§. Defs. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and DIR=ECTCR L. 
PATRICK GRAY, headquartered in Washington, D.C., with local ad- 


ress of 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California. 


7. Other defendants not known to plaintiff. 
Ronald Reagan-2835 
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| 6. Def. "VICTOR MARTINEZ". 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| | 
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all alisvatiocns sot forth in Gon moscrTicl fmoga 2); title 23 af 


&9o9 Gaiixd Suttes Cada, Section 3 ost 1340{5): title 42 of 
thn alited ciates Goda, Section 12o1 et sage; amounts I, 57; | 


VY, Vi, Vit, a w3V to &x Congtitubion of ths taited ctates. 
Ti -c 
Disinki2? doos hexeky incempernte aml adept hy risursnes, 
all allocotions set forth in all conses of action erain, hoomine 
after covl bexainbetors complained cx, for aeprivations of £ mweivig 
sa al iad odidna dade bar ddlauaaids blk ean al Lv o 
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That on August 22, 1975, in tne County of Sacramento,state 
of California, cGefendants, under color of autherity and pretense 


of lav, and armec 


wt 
= 
'~ 
{ 
> 
oO 
o 
wv 
m 
i-- 
<4 
= 
iD 
ni 
'd 
O 
i 
3 


and eacn of them, malici- 








ously, wantonly, willfully, recklessly, ‘vrongfully, viciously, | 
without just cause or provocation, restrained, 
and violently/ attacked, beat, strangled, handcuffed, illegally 
searched and seized, falsely arrested, falsely imprisoned, struck 
head and 
plaintiff in and about tho/ face, made other multiple nhysical 


acuses and injuries to plaintiff which required plaintiff to go 
to the hospital for care and treatment, violating the security in 
one's person, and I,IV,VI,VIIT and XIV U.S. Constitution Amendmits. 


VT 


vo © 


That bv reason of the injuries inflicted by defendants, and 
eacn of then, olaintiff was wounded and has suffereé bodily pain 
and discomfort, and has suffered great pain of mind and mental 


4 


anguisn and emotional distress. Plaintiff was not arrested. 


“nat all of the foregoing acts were done and committec and 
caused bv defendants, and each of then, with malice and ill will 
and with the intent and design of injuring and oporessing plain- 
tiff, and in conspiracy with others, and for that reason plain- 
Kiff is entitled to and asks for punitive or exemplary damages 


as will be Cemonstrated at trial, and as incorporated herein > 


na a4 GES 274 
under DAMAGES from page Ronald Reagan-2837 


VELL 

That by reason of the injuries inflicted by Gefendants, and eacn 
of them, plaintiff was compelled to ana did expend sums for meci-| 
cal care and <ne employment of ohysicians and surgeons; sy virtue 


of wiieh slaintizf has incurred Geists in amounts to re demonstere-~ 
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1 defendants, and each of them, plaintiff will continue to suffer 
.2 || great pain and anguisn of cody and mind, all to plaintiff's dam- 


3 age, the sum of whicn will be demonstrated at trial, and as in~ 


b * 


; corporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
t 
5 | x 
6 “MEERZIFORE, plaintiff demands jucgment against defendants, 


7 | and each of them, and others, in *he sum and costs to be demon- 
gi strated at trial, and compensatory and punitive damages, and such 


9 | other relief as deemed just and proper by the Court. 


10 THIRTY-FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
11 I 
12 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


13 | all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 881343, 

14 | 1346(b); all causes Of action: herein, hereinafter, hereinbefore 
complained of. 

15 If 

16 This Court has “utisa@iction under Title 42, USC; Sec. 1981 


17 let seq., and violations of Due Process and ‘Ecual Protection Clauses 


C0) 


} jof the Tourteenth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 








19 rit 

20 | Dlaintif£= is a citizen of the United States whose business 
‘ address is Post Office Box 538, Sacramento, California. 

22 | iv 

Ze Slaintiff celieves defendant's name of "Victor Martinez” is 
24 





an alias, and so sues said “Victor Martinez" as a JOBN DOE-OxXE 
THROUGH ONE HUNDRED. : | 
V 
On August 22, 1975, at 301 I Street, Sacramento, California, 
without cause or provocation 
to, defendant “Martinez” assaulted plaintiff/ by wrongfully, unlaw 
fully, intentionally, and menacingly tracking, follewing, "dog- 


cing" olaintiff Bronson inside tne U.S. tost Office, after many 


montns of menacingly tracking, following, "dogging" plaintiff 
sone Reagan-2838 
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og | the Federal Post Office Building at Sth and I Streets, Sacramen- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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2RONSON clitside the U.S. Post Office and throughout Sacramento 


ounty. Zacn and every time Gefendant "MARTINEZ" was around 


ey) 


slaintiz£, plaintif£ was immediately alarme and a 


xe, 


orehensive 
for his safety because of "MARTINIZ"'s concealed weapon on his 
serson., Plaintilf was coustantiy, fearfully, and warily SALES ING 
nis stanéins, sittin¢c, walsing, oz driving positions in counter 
movement to the malicious, wanton, willful or reckless disregard 
for plaintiff's rights exhibited by one "MARTINEZ". 
TT 

On August 22, 1975, in the United States Post Office, $th 
and I Streets, Sacramento, defendant “MARTINEZ” appeared after 
plaintiff, and plaintiff feared for ‘his life right in the Post 
Office by "MARTINEZ" gestures, walk, following, watching, of 
plaintifé. Plaintiff was so alarmed, fearful and apprenensive 
with the wrongful behavior of "MARTINEZ" in the Federal Building, 
that plaintiff warned defendants UMITED STATES GOVERNMENT, FEDER- 
AL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, LWT SECURITY SERVICE, Fes OFFICERS CLEMONS 


AND CHASTAINE, ané LUV OFFICERS CR 


A. 
= 


ZR an 


by 


7.W. SMITH that plain- 
intended to place said "MARTINEZ" under citizen's arrest 
for narassment of plaintiff in the federal Suilding. 
IT 

That on August 22, 1975, defendants, and each of them, Know- 
ingly and wilifully organized and caused to te organized a new 
conspiracy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, to 
stoo olaintiff BRONSON by forcible means from placing defendant 
“MARTINEZ” under citizens arrest, or to stop plaintiff from 
causing an arrest warzvant to bre issued for one "“VARTINEZ", either 


from federal or lcecal agencies 
Ronald Reagan- “2839 
Vit: 
That on August 22, 1975, defendants FPS and LUv officers 
id assault, ceat, angle, nandcuff, illegally search and 


seize, falsely arrest, false. imprison, and make other mailtiple 
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without cause or provocation 
ohvsical abuses and injuries to plaintiff/uncer color Of Sucsoric: 
| 


and 


"iy 


retense of law, and armed with deadiv weapons. Plaintitst 
Zoes neredy incorpoorate and adont oy reference all allecations 
set forth in .all causes of action herein, hereinbefore and here- 
inafter complained of. 
rt : 
That Cerendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alle oul oursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and acreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complainted cf. 
A 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of Gefendants, and each of them, and the fright and injuries 


thereby caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and 


¢, 


severe mental anguish and 


‘Gd 


nvsiecal cain, and has been injured in 
mind and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of whic 
shall be proved at trial, and as incerporatec herein under DAMAGE 


from pace 274. 
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WEERIDCORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against cefendcants, 





ane eacn of them, che nature, extent, sum and costs of whiecn 


shall be demonstrated at trial. 


THIRTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


Z 


EL PPS rare: | 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt cy reference, 
all allegations of jurisdiction set forta in JURISDICTION; 28 USC | 


8$1343,1346(b); 42USC $1981 se seq.; Constitutional Amendment IV. 
| Ronald Reagan-2840 
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Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt sy reference, 


before and hereinafter complained of, for deprivations of privi- 


leges and immunities under color of authority and pretense of law. | 


| 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- | 
! | 
| 

- 88 - | 
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III <A 

Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, the UNITED 
STATES ia a party, and the amount in controversy exceeds, exclu- 
sive of interest and costs, Ten Thousand Dollars. 

Lit -B 

On August 22, 1975, defendants FPS OFFICERS JAMES CHASTAINE 
and LUV GREER forcibly took plaintiff from the United States Post 
Office and forcibly marched plaintiff to his business automobile 
parked in private parking lot one block away. Plaintiff was 
menaced by said defendants with deadly weapons, and each of them, 
for some time at plaintiff's business automobile. Plaintiff not 
only feared for his continued personal safety, but feared for the 
personal safety of innocent by-standers as well. 

IV 

That by reason of said acts plaintiff was placed in great 
fear for his life and physical well being, and the lives and phys- 
ical well being of innocent by-standers, defendants then and 
there having the present ability to continue beating, strangling, 
handcuffing, falsely arresting, falsely imprisoning, falsely 
searching and seizing plaintiff again, or carrying out threats 
to kill plaintiff, acting under color’ of authority and pretense 


of law. 


V 

That by reason of the wrongful and malicious acts of defen~ 
dants, and each of them, and the pain and wounds and fright 
caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe men- 
tal anguish and physical pain and has been injured in mind and 
body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall 
be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
sawe, Dae: Ronald Reagan-2841 


VI. 


WHEREFORE, plaintif£ demancs judgment against defendants, 
- 89a - 











and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be proved at trial, and compensatory damages and punitive 


damages, and for such other relief as deemed just and proper by 


this Court. 


THIRTY-THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 





L 
Plaintiff does hereby :incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 of 
the United States Code, Sections 1343, 1346(b); Title 42 of the 
United States Code, Section 1981 et seq.; and the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the United States Constitution. 


Il 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
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assed, or falsely arrested on the ssot by armec officers under 


That in 1972, defendants, and each of them, Knowingly and 






willfully conssizred and agreed among themselves to suppress and 


ct 
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witnnole from law enforcement wrongfully plaintiff ERONSON's new 


lifesaving firearms and related technologies 


That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
nerein alleceé pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracv 
and agreement above alleced, and nereinafter and hereincefore 
comelained o=. 

Tk 


Sy reason of the wrongful, intentional, conspizretorial, and 
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malicious acts of defendancs, and each of them, anc of the fright 
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\mind and body, the nature and extent of which snali se orovedc at 


trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


x 
WEEREPORE, plaintiff demands judgement against defendants, 
ane each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be demonstrated at trial; compensatory and punitive damages. 
THIRTY-FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


Gagal- 


Dlainti£* Gces neresy incorporate and adopt by reference, 
j@ill aliegations set foreh in JURISDICTICN (page 2); 28 USC 841342, 

| 
52 | 1346(b); 42 USC $1981 et seq.; Amendment AIV to Constitution. | | 
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in official capacities, and neue plaintiff, under color of such ! 
| go | 
| | 


l rs 
2 Plaintiff does herevy inccrsorate and adoot sy rerterence, . 
3} all allegations set forth herein, hereinafter and nerainuetove con! 
4 || plained of, for deprivations of privileges and immunities. 
3 fle 
6 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States whose susiness : 
7 | address is Post Office 30x 588, Sacramento, California, anc the ! 
g |i amount in controversv exceeds ten thousand dollars ($10,000); 
9 llexclusive of interest anc costs. 
10 IV 
11 plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of 
12 ||defendants sued herein as JCHN DOZS ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
13 || therefore sues these Gefendants by such ficticious names for 
14 |i damages causec and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
15 V 
16 On August 17, 1972, Defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE 
17 | ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. YCUNGER, special agent ANDREW TICKVIT&Ss 
without cause or provocation 
ig | wrongfully, unlawfully ane intentionallyv/conspizred and acted to 
19 |deliberately intimidate anc harass person known by ‘olaiacifcte ee. 
ag | that person's place of employment in malicious, wanton, willfu. | 
o, lor reckless and conspiratorial disrecard for the rights and pri- 
99 || vacy of plaintiff and others. Under the color of authority, de- 
43 || fendants' Tickvitza's conduct and words caused immeciate fear, | 
o4 || apprehansion and alarm for that person's safety, the safety of | 
| 
25 || Plaintiff BRONSON, and the safety of others. ! 
Ronald Reagan-2845 | 
26 Vi. | 
when Plaintiff BRONSON was informed of Defendants’ Teckvit- : 
23 pais wrongtul, malicious conduct toward person known *o plain- | 
ogo | tiff, plaintiff was immediately alarmed and apprehensive for his | 
30 personal safety and well being, and feared sor the safety and . 
31 | well being of others. Plaintiff feared that law enforcement ; 
52 | officers, under color of authority and law, were immediately. acting 
| 
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— 


police authority, viciously attack plaintiff with deadly weapons, 


‘ambush plaintiff, and deprive plaintiff of Constitutional privilege 












‘immunities by force, violence, maiming, attempted murder on p*tiir 
ané others. Plaintif# and others remained in constant fear ane 


dread for their safety from that time forwvarc. 


Trat from 1972 ferward, defendants, and each of shem, Know- 
ingly and willfully conspired and acreed among themselves to sup- 
oress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement PlaintlLer 

SBRONSON's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies sy 
terror tactics and threats to the lives and personal safety of 
pleintifti and others. 

VIIitl 

That defendants, ane each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 

nd agreement spews alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complained of. 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, conspiratorial, and 
| malicious acts of defendants, and each of them, and of the frickt 

“hereby caused plaintiff, plaintit=o nas suffered extreme and 
severe mental anguish and ohysical gain anc nas ceen injured ia 
mind and body, the nature and extent of whicn shall be proved at 
terial, and as incorporated herein under CAMAGZS fren page 274. 

Ronald Reagan-2846 
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WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defencants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum anc costs of which 


shall be demonstrated at trial. 


THIRTY-FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


a 
| 
| Dlaintizs does neresy incorporate and acopt by reference, | 
ate allecsations set fertn in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 usc #81343, 


” 


| | 


oO 6A 


10 
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13 
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16 
17 
18 
19 


20 
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1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIv. 


a 


Plaintift does hereby incorvorate and adoot bv reference, 


ent nd atk 
a 


all allegations sez forth herein, hereinafter and. hereinbefore com 


plained of, for deprivations of privileges and immunities. 


Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 


LV 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 


faendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE EUNDRE =D, anc 


therefore sues these defendants by such fictitious names. Plain- 


tifté will ameneé 


° 


Oas Compleat co allecs ¢26.> t\s26 names anc 


capacities when ascertained. Plainti 


Pty 


2 3S (Lmeeormed end relieves 
ance therecn alleces that each of the fictitiously named defen- 
Gants 1s responsible in some manner for the occurrences herein 


hereinbefore, and hereinafter alleged, and that Plaintiff's dam- 


ages as nerein alleged were caused and proximately caused Sv 


mt | 
« 


Syecviently a2 1972, On Acti. 6S, 29) 3% ey sy 2S ay Sey 24 
1974, Movemzer S$, 1976, June ¢, 1977 
SOrnscencs: Joss oes Clic. 2e2cvse Cu, See pe. 
cious, wanton, willful or reckless disregard fcr slaintité's 
rights and safety, and the rights and safety of others, and with- 
outcause or provocation | 
Sabotagec olaintift's business ecuiloment to the severe extent 
that plaintistt and others would be permanently maimed or kilied 
in attempting to regularly use the sabotaged equipment. 

Ronald Reagan-2847 
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That by reason of the wrongful and malicious acts of defen- 

Gants and of the immediate and continuing alarm, fear, apprehen- 


Sich: 26> Slai2eise "Ss personal Sacety ana well Seine,. ena-2or tae 
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ORIGINAL 
was deprived privileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff in 
.I,IV,V,VI,VIzI.and XIV Amendments. Plaintiff feared that at any 
time defendants, and each of them, some members of the law en- 
forcement community with duty to orotect olainzift and others,- 


not narm them, would unlawfuliv murder, permanently maim or de- 


3 


stirov siaintifi ane others, anc business eculpment regularly usec. 


That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, Know- 
ingly and willfully conspired and agreed among themselves to sup- 
press and withhold from law enforcement, wrongfully, plaintiff 
BRONSONM's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 
terror tactics and threats to the lives and personal safety of 
plaintiff and others. 

VIIlT 

That defendants, and each of them, did the acts ane things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracv 
and agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and nereinbefore 
complainted of. 

IX 

By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintiff and others, plaintiff nas suffered extreme and severe 


mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 


and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 
shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAM- 


AGES from page 274. 


x 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be demonstrated at trial, and compensatory and punitive 


damages, and for such other relief as deemed just and proper by 


| this Court. Ronald Reagan-2848 
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4 THIRTY-SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
| 
i 
| 


a i 


a2 


Plaintiftz 


12. 


lexrecy incorporate and adopt ty reference, 


ces 





ali allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 881343 


’ 


5 1346 (b) 42 uSC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
| 


i: Plaintif= does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

8 }ali allegations set forth herein, hereinbefore, and hereinafter com- 
9) plained of, for loss of privileges and immunities under color of la ; 
10 Tit 

11 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 

12 fin controversy exceecs ten thousand dollars. 

13 - ag 

14 Plaintitit does not know the true names and capacities of de- 

15 | fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE TEROUGEH ONE EUNDRED, and 

16 |tnerefore sues these defendants, and each of then, by sucn ficti- 


17 | tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to docked 


18 V 


19 On or acout August 26, 1973, defendants AMERICAN TELEPEONE 


20 ]AND TELEGRAPH, PACIFIC TELEPECNE AND TELEGRAPH, agents and employ- 


2ljees wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, and violentiv assaulted 


without cause or provocation 
22jplaintiff by threatening plaintiff/with "... punch you in the 


23 |nose...", and refused to permit olaintiff to file criminal cnarses 

ee os illegal wiretapping, eavesdropping, impersonation of an FBI 

25 agent On an illegally and intentionally interfered with and dis- | 
| | 

26 Irupted Dusiness telerhone line, etc., hereinbefore and herein- | 


27 }after complained of. Under color of authority of a sublic utility 





28 jcnarging for the services rendered to olaintiff and others, defen- 





29 ||dants' employee and agent acted to throw plaintifé bodily from 


30 ithe business premises of the public utility, and by their acts, 
31 voice and wores made plaintiff immediately in creat fear for his i 
{ 


s 


32 [Life and ehysical well being, causing plaintiffs to leave the busi- 


| 

| | 

| | - 96Renald Reagan-2849 | 
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Ss laviul bo c:siness. 


vo 
Plaintlit SROMNSON was immediately alarmed, fearful, anc ao- 
Drenensive fcr nis personal safety and well being, and for the 
Saretyv anc well scein¢g of others. Plaintiff feared that defer- 
Gants, anc each of them, were snortliy to seat, maim or murder 
glaintifli, and as defendants, ané each of them, intended, plain- 


tisf's well founded criminal charges of illegal wiretapping and 
otner illegal electronic invasion of plaintiff's business eculp~ 
ment, were ignored and continued to present time by said defen- 

} Gants, and each of them; defendants, and each of them refuse to 
investigate, remove and otherwise take corrective action. 

Vil 
That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 

ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acy anc agreement among themselves, and each of them, to suppress 


and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintifi BRONSON's 


4 


new lifesaving firearms and related technologies = 


illegal acts 
land consosiracies to illecalily wiretap plaintiff's susiness tele- 
| prone without cause. 

Wis Leas 
Tnat defencants, and each of them, did the acts and thines 
Jnerein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


}anc agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


1, 


1 COMILALRES: Of; 
IX 


Sy reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


O 


£ defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintiff and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
}mental anguish and physical pain, and has ceen injured in mind 
jané sedy and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 


ishall be oroved at trial, and as incerporated herein under DAMAGES, 
) 3 Ronald Reagan-2850 
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x 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


| 
| 
| 
the nature end extent of which shall be proved at trial. 
shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 


| damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


by this Court. 
THIRTY-SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
L 
Plaintiff does hereby incerporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28, usc 
881343,1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; the Fourteenth Amendment to 
the Constitution, 
It 
Plaintiff does hereby incorperate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action hereinbefore 
and hereinafter complained of, for loss of rights under color of 
authority, particularly as protected by the Fourth Amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. 


lit 


Plainti££ is a citizen of the United States, the UNITED | 
STATES is a party, and the amount in controversy exceed, exclu- 
give of interests and costs, Ten Thousand Dollars. ! 
IV 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of 
defendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti-: 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plain- 
tiff. | 
(Ronald Reagan-2851 
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| 
Defendants are: | 
| 


l. Def, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTOR CLARENCE | 


j 


| 
| 
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M. KELLEY. 





2. Def. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH. COMPANY (AT&T), 
headquarters 195 Broadway, New York, New York 10007. | 


3. Def. PACIFIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY DIVISION OF 


San Francisco, California 94105; Sacramento Area Feadquarters, 


6 | 


| 1407 “J" Street, Sacramento, California. 
| 


4. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 
YOUNGER, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, 
State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
VI | 
On the following example dates, 1973: 2/9,13; 3/12-15; 7/13; 
8/30,31; 9/4,24; 11/20; 1974: 1/10,16; 2/7,28; 5/8,14; 11/8,14; 
12/6;7; 1975: 1/15; 2/4,5,8,9,11; 4/21,22; 7/8; 9/9; 1976: 1/19, 








defendants agents and employees illegally electronically caused 
or forced plaintiff's business telephone to "ring" (strange sound) 
or "malfunction", especially during off non-business hours. With 
out Court order, search warrant, without cause or provocation, 
under color of authority and vretense of law, defendants, and each 
|of them, maintained and maintain to present illegal surveillance 
of plaintiff's business telephone in malicious, wanton, willful, 
intentional, wrongful, censpiratorial disregard for the rights of 
plaintiff and others each and every time, depriving to plaintiff 
privileges and immunities guaranteed by Amendments 1,1IV,V,VI,Vit, 
and XIV of the Consitution of the United States. 
vit 
That each and every time defendant(s) did these acts and 


| things herein complained of, defendant(s) invaded plaintifi's 


ee 


right of privacy and right to uninterrupted, nonmonitored business 
telephone use for lawful PUTDOS AS 4 Reagan-2852 | 
yiIitz | 

| 


The above-mentioned wrengful, conspiratorial, malicious, Warn 


| 
| ! 


iy 


antless, and willful acts constituted an invasion of plaintifé's | 
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7 \ | 

i |yight of orivacy in that plaintiff in no way consented to or author - 
; \ 


— 


izec the warrantiess search and illegal wiretap and electronic 


invasion of plaintiff's business telephone, nor did plaintiff 


ee ee re 


Submit voluntarily to these wrongftul invasions by wiretapping il- 


thy 


lecally of plaintiff's business celephone. 


ON Ca - i> tJ 
Pee healt Win, comin eLty Peace ayeiSey eee Rees 
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The above-mentioned acts and conduct of the defendants, and 
each of them, claimed by them to be under federal and/or state 
and/or regulated public utility authority, constituted ‘an ‘abuse 
10 |}O£ their federal and/or state and/or regulated. public utility 
authority and was not within their scope of employment as federal 
and/or state and/or regulated public utility agents, employees or 
servants, in that their acts and conduct were not based on the 


exercise or performance of discreticnary function or duty assumed 


by them as agents or employees or servants of the federal govern- 


16 | 
| 
17 | 
t 


13 | 


ment's FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and/or state government's 


ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE and/or regulated public utility and 


were not acts anc concuct done pursuant to the regulations of the 
UNITED STATES ATTCRNEY GENERAL/PEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


and/or STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE and/or regulated public 







i> e-? -— 
oO LO Ca 


-1 | TEZESECNE utility and were acts vcerformed within the scove of de~ 
¥ g : t 


22 | fendant(s) employment cut without exercising due care while actin 


within the scove of their emplovment, and defendants, and each of | 





| 
24'\them, acted in fraud, corruption or malice. 
{ 
25 | x 
| 
26. As a result of the above~mentioned conduct of the defendants, 


27] and each of them, plaintiff was deprived of rights» privileges, 
23 | and immunities secured to him by the Constitution and Laws of the 
2 | united States in that such conduct constituted an arbitrary in- 
20°) EUS ion. 57 Gefendcant (s) ucon the security of plaintiff's orivacy 
3i:and body, shereby Gesriving plaintiszs of life, liberty, and prop- 
22 erty without due srocess of law and plaintifi is entitled to re- 


- 100 Ronald Reagan-2853 


ORIGINAL 
idee under Title 42 of the United States Code under Section 1982. 


AI 


That by reason of the injuries inflicted by defendants, ané 


ae ee ee me ee 


@ 


ach of them, plaintift was frightened and has suffered bodily 
pain and discomfort, and has suffered Great pain of mind and 
m 


ental anguish and emotional distress. 


AIT 
That from 1972 to present time, defendants, and each of then, 
Knewingly and willfully organized and caused to he organized 
conspiracy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and 


with others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforce- 


ment plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies 


by illegal acts 
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Vises: ene sacle’ So Sl ieeel tse a5 Slane eo Ss 2 si ess ee 
2 | phone without causeor provocation under color of authority. 
3 x 
4 TAat. ceatencasts,. end. eacr Gf trem, Gid the: acts and-t2:Acs 
Siiherein alleced suxrsuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


to 
‘oO 


u> 
© 


31 |) in controversy exceecs ten thousand icllars; Jeprivations to Due 
| 
32 | Process anc Towel Protection Clauses of Amendment XIV, Canstitutia 


eee ee 
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and agreement above alleced, and nexreinafter and hereincetfore 
complained of. 

al 
BY reason of the wrongful, intenticnal, and malicious acts 
of defendants, anc each of them, and the fright there>yv caused 
plaintiff and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 


and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 


AGES from pace 274. 
ALL 


WEEREFORE, olaintifi demands judgment against defendants, 


to: be proved at rrial,-and--other just and proper relies. 


THIRTY~ETGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
i 


Plaintiff does nereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


§1343, 
23 U.S.C. /81346(b); 42 USC $1981 et seq; Amendment XIV. 


EL 
Plaintiff does hereby incorsorate and adopt Sy reference, 


Pe ee 
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shall be proved ét trial, and as incorporated herein under DAM- 


all allegations set forth in Paracrapn I-VI, JURISDICTION, Title 


all allegations set forth in all causes of action hereintefore a 


hereinafter complained of, loss of rights under color of authorit 
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and each of them, compensatory: and punitive damages,-sum and costs 
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aintift does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fenéants sued nerein as JOHN DOES CMS THROUGE ONE SUNDRED, and 

therefore sues chese defendants, and each of them, cy such Ticti- 
tious names for damaces caused and oroximately caused to plaint 


V 


From 1972 to present time, defendants CITY OF SACRAMENTO, 

SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, POLICE CHIEF WILLIAM J, XINNEY, 
without cause or srovocation, 

agents and emplovees, ‘wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, ane 
maliciously assaulted olaintiff with deadly weapons (guns and | 
cars), and dié other wrongful acts. Defendants’ uniformed offi- 
cers repeatedly drove CITY OF SACRAMENTO motor vehicles and har- 
assed, followed, stalked, tracked, attempted to ram plaintiff's 
business automoodile, and otherwise abuse plaintiff, as plaintifs 
onducted plaintiff's lawful business. further, defendants, and 
each of them, did; under color of authority and oretense of law; 

(1) Track plaintiff through the streets of Sacramento by 
CITY OF SACRAMENTO decalec venicles and uniformed officers of the 
SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT throughout the summer of 1973, and 
especially January 23, 1974 and May 8, 1974; followed slaintiff 
for blocks at a time in 1975 and 1976, especially May 5, 1975, 
February 10, 1976, anc April 25, 1976. 

(2) Come close enough to plaintiff during the summer of 1974 
and on a 237 1975. £65 Peace to identify "BADGE NO. 295" 
of the CITY OF SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT. 


(3) Come close enough to plaintiff for plaintiff to identi- 
by “BADGE NO. 341, OFFICER GORSKI OF THRE SACRAMENTO PCLICE DEPART: 
MENT on October 3, 1974 and May 14, 1975. 

(4) That on October 3, 1974, defendants’ OFFICER GORSKI 
tracked and menaced plaintif£ all over McKinley Park, Sacramento. | 

(5) That the attempted ramming of plaintiff's legally parxe 


business vehicle occurred on or about February 10, 1976. 


All conspiracies ane acts herein complained of deprived plainti 
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of lawful, unharassed use of CITY OF SACRAMENTO streets. 
ae 


Go 2200-197 2-2orwarc, defencants, and each of them, know- 


ingly and willfully organized and caused to ne organizec conspir- 
acy and agreement among themselves, and each of then, ana vits 
OLners, tO Suppress and wrongivliv «vithholé from lav enforcemen: 


Dlaintiiti's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies sy 
ilitegally acting and conspiring to assault plaintiff with deadly 
weapons repeatedly. 
Vit 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and trings 
herein alleged oursuant to, and in furt 
and agreement above alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, under color of authority and pretense of law. 
| Vit 
Sy reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of cefendants, and each of then, and the fright thereby caused 
plainti£s anc others, olaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 
and cody and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 
shall be proved attrial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES 
from page 274. 
VIIT 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment acainst defendants 


and each of them, compensatory and. punitive damages, sum and cost 


to be proved at trial, and: other just and proper relief from Court 


THIRTY-NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
I 
PlaintifS does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in Paragraphs I-VI, JURISDICTION, Title 
29°-02S c./'$1346 (5) ; 42 USC 81981 et seq., Amendment XIV. 
Tt 


Plaintifft does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
Ronald Reagan-2857 
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| 
| 
| 
plained of, for deprivations of privileges and immunities. 


Liall allegations set fortn herein,hereinafter and hereinbefore com- 
yr. 

4 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 

5 | in controversy exceeds ten theusanc collars. 

é av 

7 | Plaintift does not know the true names and cpapcities of de- | 


g | fendants used herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH OME HUNDRED, and 


therefore sues these Gefendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 

ig |itious names for damages caused and oroximately caused to plaintiff. 

11 mM 

12 On or about January 23, 1974, defendants STATE OF CALIFOR™IA, 

13 | STATE CONTROLLER HOUSTON I, FLOURIUOY caused defendants STATEOF 

141 CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICE, and others, to wrongfully, unlawfully, 

1S | intentionally, and violently assault plaintifi with deadly weao- 
without cause or provocation. 

16l]/ons on private business preserty. Defendants , and each of then, 

i7||}sent state acents and employees in two (2) cars to willfully, un- 

18} lawfully and violently ese f0rcée:..on. Slaintics, er other nalicious, 

i9ll/wanton, willful or reckless disregard for plaintiff's rights. Of 

20 || fendants' agents and emplcyees crespassed on business preperty 


21} and preventede plaintiff from leaving suilding. Defendants’ agents 


22\}and employees sat in the cars for some time, assaulting plaintis 


é 
23] humiliating, outraging and embarrassing plaintiif, and prevented 


| 
i 
24) plaintifé from conducting his lawful business activities. 7 












25 ee 

26 | That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, Knewingl = 
271 and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspiracy anc 
28 || agreement among themselves, and each of them, and WLS. ene oo. 
29|| suppress and wrongfully withhol< from law enforcement Hlglos.-. s 
30|| new Lifesaving firearms and related technologies Ly illecally 

i caaacee ing plaintifi, and deprived plaintiff of privileges and im-— 
52 manities guaranteed by the Constitution under color of authority and 


law. Ronald Reagan-2858 
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Vid. 

That defendants, and each of them, dic the acts and things 
herein alleced pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein allesed, and hereinafter anc nereintefore 
complained of, acting under color of authroity and pretense of law. 

Viti 

By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
claintiff and others, slaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
i9 || mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind 
11 | and body and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 
shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGE 
from page 274. 

IX 

WHEREFORE, olaintif£f demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be demonstrated at trial, compensatory and punitive damages. 

FORTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 
| 
DlaitntiZ£ dees hereby incorporate and adoct “by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC §8$1343, 
1346(b): 42 USC $1981 et seq.: Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
Ls 

Plaintiff dces hereby incorsorate and adopt by pgsevenee: 
all allegations set forth herein, hereinafter, hereinbefore com- 
26 ||plained of, for loss of privileges and immunities under color of law. 
27 Try 


28 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


~ 
‘ 


in controversy exceed ten thousand dollars. 
30 IV 


31 Plaintiff dces not know the true names and capacities of de- 
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fendants sued herin as CCE’ DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
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therefore sues these defendants, and eacn of them, by such facti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintifd. 

| V 

On or about January 23, 1976, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, agents and employees, acting under 

—— without cause or provocation, 
color of authority and pretense of law/ operated a pursuit plane 
wrongfully, unlawfully, intenticnally, maliciously, and violently 
in assault on plaintiff while taking his usual therapeutic morn- 
ing walk at Miller Park, a walk known to law enforcement agents 
and employees. Defendants made roaring, wide-throttle swoop too 
law over plaintiff, circling plaintiff in a roaring low "U" turn. 
Said defendants, and each of them, acted in malice, wanton, wil- 
ful or reckless disregard for plaintiff's rights, and almost 
burst plaintiff's eardrums, caused violent, blinding headache, 
and rendered olaintiff unable to drive for several hours. 
VI 

That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, knowing- 
ly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspiracy 
and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with others, 
to suppress and wrongfully withnold from law enforcement plain- 
tiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by ille- 


gally assaulting and battering plaintiff. 


Vit 


That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
law. Ronald Reagan-2860 
Viizt 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
| , wounds and 
of defendants, and each of them, and the/fright thereby caused 


plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 


| 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
3 
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guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 
2/| and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 

proved at trial, and as incorrorated herein under DAMAGES from 
41 page 274. 

5 IX 

6 | WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
7 and each of them, compensatory .and punitive damages, sum. and cost 


$i to be proved at -trial,-and.such other relief deemed just and pros 


es 
9 -—-« FORTY-FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

10 I 

11 Plaintiff does nereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


12 | all allegations set forth in all: causes of action filed herein. 
13 “Tt 

14 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

1§ ]} all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 USC 
16 rea ss 42 USC 81981 et seqr Equal Protection Clause XIV Amend. 
17 | IIr 

18 . Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


19 | in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 


20 LV 








21 Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
22|| fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE TEROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
23] therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
24i| tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif 
25 V 
26 On or about February 3, 1976, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

without cause or provocation 


271|| CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, and others, ‘retaliated against plaintiff 


23 || for reporting on or about January 23, 1976, to defendant CALIFORN: 


30 || gally, unlawfully, and negligently flew defendant's pursuit plane 


29|| STATE HIGHWAY PATROL OFFICIALS, and others, that defendants tie 
a in diving, circling assault of plaintiff on Canuary 23, 1976. 





Defendants, under color of authority and oretense of law, tracked, 
| Ronald Reagan-2861 
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"dogged", and harassed plaintiff on the streets of Sacramento 


3 wd ; 

4 That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, Know~ 

53 | ingly ané willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
6 || acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
ey while olaintif£ was attempting to conduct his lawful business. 
| 
\ 
! 


+i others, to suppress and wrongfully withnolc from law enforcement 
| plaintifé's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 

9 | illegally assaulting plaintizf. 

10 VIT 

11 | That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 

12] herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 

13 || and agreement herein alleged, and hereina<ter and hereinbefore 

14 | complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 

15 | law, and deprived plaintiff of privileges and immunities from harm. 

16 VIII | 

17 3v reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


1g | of Gefendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 


| 

19| plaintiff, plaintiz= has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
1 

29 '| guish and physical pain, and has seen injured in mind and fady 
i 
| 

21 | and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall ce 


97 | proved at trial, and as incorporated nerein under DAMAGES from 


23| page 274. 
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IX 


25 | WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


| 


26) and each of them, compensatory and punitive damages, which-shall 
| | 


27 ibe’ proved at triat, and: other: telief deemed just and proper by Couyt. 
\ 


28, FORTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

9 | z 

30 | Plaintife ¢ces hereby incorporate and adopt by reterence, 

31! atl alleca-ions set fortn in Paracraons I-VI, JURISDICTION, Title 


a 


$1343, 
$2.28 %.3.0./81246 (5): 42 USC 31951 ec sec; amendment IV. 
_ 109 Ronald Reagan-2862 
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Plaintic. coes: F my incorsorate and adopt by reference 


= =e 


egations 


t~ 
cr 
th 
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yf 


all al e/ 


in 


. la all causes of action complained of 


Das 


{ 
{ 
| 
herein, hereinafter, hereinbefore, for damages under color of law. 
{ 
| 
| Plaintifi is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
| in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
| e * - = = 2 | ® a 

Plaintiii dces not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES CNE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
tnerefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


ticus names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif£i. 


LO 


V 


On or asout redruary 3, 1974, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
and CHIEF GUY R. OATES, 
CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE,/ assaulted, falsely arrented, and falsely 
without cause or provocation 
imprisoned plaintifc/in the California State Capitol, and refused 


to permit olaintiii to leave the offices of defendant STATE POLICE 





WEIN PLAINTISS DEMANDED TO DO SO. Said defendants, and each of 


from exercising nis right to freedom o: 


{lawful Susiness in a lawf=zl manner, and the right to oursue plain 


tisf's lawful activities in a lawful manner without intimidation 


| 
ySreech, due process of law, ané right to conduct plaintizi's 
| 
\ 
| 
janc interference and malicious disregard for slaintiff's rights 


nder tne color of authority and pretense of law. 


VI 


ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
cy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 


. 

. 

| That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 
| 

| 

f 

jothers, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 
| 


| 
plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by | 
fillegaliy assaulting, falsely imprisening and falsely arrestin | 


plaintili, depriving piaintitt® of Constitutional privileges and im- 


i unities. Ropald Reagan-2863 
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VIE 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
ij herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conssizacy 
and agreement herein alleced, and hereinafter and nereinbefore 


complainted of, acting under color of autnority and oretense of 


Vili 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright therepy caused 
plaintiff, olaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 


cuish ané onysical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 


and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 
proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
page 274. 

re 
WHEREFORE, plaintift demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall se demonstratec at trial, compensatory and punitive damages. 


FORTY-THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 





L 
Plaintift® does nerehby incorzsorate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 88 
1343,1346(b); 42 USC 8$198l-et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
Le 


Plaintifté does heresy incorporate and adoot by reference, 


re ge NEAL yA Arte EA SA SS eer es a a pn le rR RRA me AP sree 


all allegations set forth in all. causes of action herein, herein- 
after, hereinbefore complained of, for damages under color of law. 


z 


H 


I 

Plaintif® is a citizen of the United States, anc the amount 
in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 

IV 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of ¢e-| 
: , Ronald Reagan-2864 
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1 || fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES CONE THROUGE ONE HUMDRED, and 7 
2\|\therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
3 |tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
4 V 
5 On or about September 29, 1972, defendants STATE OF CALI- 
6 | FORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. YOUNGER, and others, agents 
7 jand employees, under color of authority and pretense of law, 
8 jharassed, abused, intimidated, embarrassed, humiliated, restrained 
9 lan@ otherwise obstructed and interfered with olaintiff in tthe 
without cause or provocation. 
10 |U.S. Post Office, 8th and I Streets, Sacramento/ One agent or 
ll |employee of defendants identified himself as a "Mr. Baier". De- 
12 |fendants agents and employees were not only accosting plaintiff 
13 |for defendant CALIFAORNIA STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER, but 
14 |also for defendant FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and ne NIXON 
15 |ADMINISTRATION. 
16 vi 
he Plaintiff was obstructed from leaving the post office as he 
18 lwished by said two (2) agents and employees of cefendants acting 
19 |under color of authority and sretense of law. Plaintiff was fear- 


290 |ful and apprehensive about being attacked and "jumped" by two (2) 


21 larmed men. Plaintiff demanded that said defendants, their agents 
22 land employees, and each of them, submit all questions to plaintifs 
23 fin writing and addressed to plaintifi's attorney. Said defendants 
24 lrefused and forcibly conducted and continued their assault, 
obstruction, harassment, intimidation, humiliation, and embarzass- 
26 iment of plaintiff in an open public place crowded with innocent 


27 |people seeking postal service. 


28 VII 
29 That from 1972 forward, cefendants, and each of them, and 
30 jwith others, knowingly and willfully organized and caused to be 
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31 organized conspiracy and agreement among themselves, to suppress 
| 
32 Jane wrongfully withnold from law enforcement slaintizt's new 
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page 274. 


Plaintize does 


81343, 


Plaintifs does 
all allegations set 


a 


plained of, ioss of 


, 


at: trial, and surch:other relief as 


Plaine: ss: 1.sa° 


in controversy excee 
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Lifesaving law enforcement technologies by illegally assaulting 
and obstructing plainciff, and depriving plaintiff of- orivileges 


and: immtinities guaranteed to plaintiff by I,IV,Vi,VII,AIV Amerdmts. 


My ea 


That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complained of, acting under color of authority and oretense of 


IX 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintiff, plaintiff nas suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 


proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 


& 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff éemands jucgment against defendants, 


ane each cf them, comreensatery and punitive camages, to be preved 


FORTY-FOURTH CAUSE CF ACTION 


a 


hereby incorporate and adopt Sy reference, 


€1346(b); 42 USC $1981 et seq.; Constitution Amendment XIV. 


It 
hereby incorporate and adopt cy reference, 
forth in 211 causes of action nerein con- 


erivileces/immunities under color of law. 


i-t 
4 
a 


citizen of tre United States, and the amount 


6s ten thousand collars. 
Ronald Reagan-2866 
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deemed just and prover by Court. 


all allecations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2):; Title 28 USC | 
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Plaintiff does not 


fendants sued nerein as JORN DCS Ones 


therefore sues these Gefendants, and eacn of them, by ‘such: £1cti- 


tious names “or damages causec 


7 


“4O7 Tne crue 
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names and capacities of ¢e- 


and 


and proximately causee to plaintre. 


On or about September 21 and 27, 1973, defendants STATE OF 


CALIFORNIA, 
without cause or provocation, 


caused STATE POLICEagents and employees to stalk, track and "dog" 
plaintiff, on foot and in car, away from State prooerty. 
eclor of authority and pretense of law, said Gefendants porevented 
plainAtice from freely exercising plaintiff's rights of due voroces 


of law, lawful pursuit of Susiness activities, free from fear or 


CALIFCRNIA STATE POLICE, 


CHIEF GUY OATES, 


and others, 


Under 


intimidation or worrying es to just when defendants' uniformed 


ané gun-carrying officers woulc assault and injure plaintift 


severely in his body or mind. 
That from 1972 
with others, xnowingly and willful 


organizecé conspiracy and agreement 


and wronciully withhold 


lifesaving firearms and related 
ing plaintiss. 
Vir 


“hat Gefendants, and eacn of 


herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 


and agreement herein allegec, 


among 


tne, 


emselves, 


from law enzorcement slaintifi's 


eacn of them, an 


Suporess 


72 OW 


technologies by illegally assault 


aia the acts and things 


a-d hereinaiter and nereinzetfore 


complained of, acting uncer color of authority and pretense of 


law. 
VIIT 


By reason of tne Weensce ols. (oe 


of defendants, and eacn of 
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and malicious acts 


nereby caused 
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plaintifi, plaintifi has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 


—_— 


guish and physical pain, and nas been lajurec in mind and sody 













and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shali ce 


a a a ET ee a 


° 


oroved at trial, and as iacorzoratec herein under DAMAGES from 
pace 274. 
Io 

WHEREFORE, plaintifé demands judgment against defendants, 
and eacn of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
snall be demonstrated at trial, compensatory and punitive damages. 

FORTY-FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

11 iE 
12 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adcoot by reference, 
13 | all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 881343, 


1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 


15 pag 

16 Plaintiff does nereby incorporate and acoot by reference, 

17 | all allesatiorns set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
1g | before, hereinafter complained of for damages under color of law. 

19 | ote 

20 | Dlainctiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 

41 || in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 

22 

23 Ty 

24 | Plaintiff aces not Know the true names and capacities of de- 
45|| fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 

26 | therefore sues these defendants, and eacn of the, by such ficti- 

o7|| tious names for damages caused and scroximately caused to olaintié£ 
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On orabeout September 30, 1972, defendant FEDERAL SUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION, agents and employees, under color of authroity and 
| pretense of law, wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, and vio- 


32'| lently assaulted plaintif= wits Geadly weapons on private business 


| 
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orovertv. Dertencants, ana eacn of them, sent FBI a 


QQ 
4 


ents and em- 


33 


) 
| 
olovees to willfully, unlawfully and violently use force on plainr 
tiff, or other malicious, wanton, willful or reckless disrecard 
for plaintiff's rights. Defendcants' agents and emplovees tres- | 
passed on business oropertyv and prevented olaintist= from leavin 
| 
building. Detendants' acents anc emplovees sat in the car for ? 
some time, assaulting plaintiit, humiliating, outraging and em- | 
barrassing plaintiff, and prevented plaintiff from conducting his 
lawful business activities.in loss of privileges and immunities. 
VI 
That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, know- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acy and agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with 
others, to suporess and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 


plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by 


illegally assaulting plaintiffs. 


VII 
That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and nereinafter and nereinkefore 
complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
law. 
Vie 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
£ defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintiff and others, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mined 


and kody and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 


—— 
nm lt ea me ee 


shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under 
DAMAGES from page 274. Ronald Reagan-2869 | 
IX 


WHEREFORE, oiaintiftf demands judgment against defendants, 


— 
le aie i 


and each of then, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
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Shall be proved at trial, and compensatory and punitive damages, 


1} and such: other. relief deemed just and proper by this Court. 





FORTY-SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 





a0 
Plaintiff does hereby incorsorate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 881343, 
1346(b); 42 USC $1981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
If 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, hereinbe 


fore, hereinafter complained of, for damages under color of law. 


Lit 
Plaintiff is a citizenof tne United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
{ 
IV 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as HOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintis 


V 

On or about Cctober 4, 1972, defendant FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION agents and employees, including one "TOMMY RAY", 
under color of authority and pretense of law, harassed, abused, 
intimidated, embarrassed, humiliated, restrained, and otherwise 
obstructed and interfered with plaintiff in the U.S. Post Office, 
Sth and I Streets, Sacramento. 

VI 

Plaintiff was obstructed from leaving the Post Office as he 
wished by said tow (2) agents and employees of defendants FBI, 
L., PATRICK GRAY DIRECTOR, acting under color of authority and 
pretense of law. Plaintiff was fearful and apprehansive akout 
being attacked and “jumped" by two (2) armed men. Plaintift ce- 


manded that said defendants, their agents and employees, anc 
Ronald Reagan-2870 
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}@acn OF them, suzmit all cuestions to plaintiff in writing and 


ET ata ER — A 


tO 


addressed to plaintiff's attorney. Said defendants refusec ane 


i} & 
en 


2 


orclbly conducted and continued thelr assault, osstruction, har- 


{ 

| 
j 

| 

{ 

| 

{ 

{ 

| 
| 

+ ]asszent, intimidation, numiliation, and embarrassment Of plaintifé 

t 

{ 


2} in an open public place crowded with innocent people seeking 

6 | postal service, | 
7 Vit 

8 When plaintize 


managed to get out of the Post Office, de- 


9 }fendant's FEI agent "TOMMY RAY" stalked and "dogged" plaintiff 


O idown the street to City Hall, up the stairs and into the City Hall 


a danaiees = not follow plaintiff an 
1 building. FBI agent "RAY" refused to/leave plaintiff alone. 


- Viti 


That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, and 








4 with others, knowincly and willfully organized and caused to be 

3 lorganized conspiracy and agreement among themselves, to supprass 

6 jand wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life- 
Tiisaving firearms and related technologies by illegally assaulting 

8 land obstxucting plaintif£, under color and pretense of authority. 

9 


IX 


ee eee eee eC; 


That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
a 
1 erein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
ape nd agreement nerein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 


24 lllaw, interferring with plaintiff's Constitutional privileges and im 


25 | 
26 


munities. 
x 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 


27 lof defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 


28 |olaintifeé, mlaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 


29 


30 


tad 





guish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 





nd earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 





liiproved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 


— ee 


cace 274. 
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WHEREFORE, olaintif® demands judgement against defendants, 


ad 


U 


land eacn of them, compensatory and ounitive damages, to be proved 


- 


fiat trial, and such other relief deemed just and orever Sy the Court. 
FORTY-SEVENTH CAUSE CF ACTION 

ZL 
Plaintif££ goes nereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
lLlesations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 USC 
(b) 3 42 USc 81931 se seq.; Constitutional Amendment AIV. 

ik 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


all allecations set forth in all causes of action herein complaine 


of for loss of privileges and immunities under color of authority. 


Iii 
Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds ten thousand collars; U.S. a party. 
IV 


Diaintizi dces not Know the true names and capacities of de- 


ith 


encants suecé merein as JOHN COES ONE TEROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


| therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 





ious mames for Gamasges caused and proximately caused to slaintif4#. 
V 
On or about October 4, 1972, defendants FBI, JOHN REED AGENT 
IN CEARGE, L. PATRICK GRAY DIRECTOR, agents and employees, uncer 


without caus@® or provocation, 
color of authority and pretense of law, /retaliated against plain- 


tift for plaintiff's insistance that the FBI immeciately stoo 


| harassment and abuse of Plaintifl BRONSON. FSI AGENT IN CRARSE 
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in which plaintiff was conducting Susi- | 


| 
ICE REED and other agents and emplovees fcrcibly, violently, 
| 
t 
ness with ¢rawn nanécuns, rizles and walkie <calkies. Tefendants - 
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~vreateanes vislent force agains: plaintiitc and crespassed on 22S 
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ORIGINAL 
ness property and vrevented plaintifi from leaving building. De- 
fendants' agents and employees sat in cars and milled around the 


building for some time, assaulting plaintiff, humiliating, out- 


, 


raging and embarrassing plaintiféz, and ‘prevented plaintift from 
conducting his lawful business activities. 


VI. 


That in 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, Knowingly 


and willfully organized and eased to ke organized conspiracy and 
agreement among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to 
suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's 
new lifesaving firearms and related technologies by illegally 
assaulting plaintiff. 
Vil 

That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein alleged oursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
law, and invaded plaintiff's guaranteed privileges and immunities. 

yh 

By reason of the wrongful, inten ional, and malicious acts 
of det -endants, and each of then, and the fright thereby caused 
olaintift, olaintifé has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
guish and physical eAteccane has been injured in mind and cody 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of whicn shall tre 
proved at ‘rial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
pase 274. 

IX 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands jucgment against defendants, — 

and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of waten 


shall pe Beas? at trial. 
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FORTY-EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
L 
BietAcie=sGees mereby incornerate and adopt bv reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 uSc 881343, 
1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
LL 
Plaintiff does hereby incorsorate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, hereinbe 
fore, hereinafter complained,of for damages under color of law. 
III 
Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 
IV 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN COES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to olaintiff 


V 
Cn August 27, 1976, defendant SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY 
DISTRICT (SMUD), employee JACK DEBOISE, was sent to restore 
earlier unlawfully and illegally discontinued service to busizss 
property, said service having been illegally discontinued in 
retaliation against plaintiff for plaintiff's having filed this 
lawsuit Sefore this Court. When plaintiff demanded why the ser- 
vice had been wrongfully discontinued when there was no outstand- 
ing charge cwed to defendant SMUD, defendant SMUD's agent and em- 
, without cause or provocation, 
plovee/threatened plaintifé and started swinging his fist at olain 
tiff. When defendant's employee was a witness, defendant's em- 
Dloyee dropoed his fist, stopped his swing at plaintiff, turned 
on the illegally disconnected service, and left. 
VI 
That defencéants, and eacn of them, knowingly and willfully 
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ORIGINAL 
organized and cauaed to be organized consoiracy and agreement amonc 
themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress and 
wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life- 
saving firearms and related technologies by illegally assaulting 
plaintiff, and depriving him of guaranteed immunities from harm. 

VII 
That defendants, and each cf them, did the acts and thiags 
herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy 
and agreement nerein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, and under color of authority and pretense of law. 
VIII 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and the fright thereby caused 
plaintifé£, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe mental an- 
suish and pnysical pain, and has been injured in mind and body 
and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 
proved at trial, and as incorporated nerein under DAMAGES from 


page 274. 


IX 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


Jand each of them, the nature, extent, sum and .casts of which 
shall be proved at trial, compensatory and punitive damages. 


FORTY-NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 





I 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC $$1343,|_ 
1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
Ronald Reagan-2875 
If 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, hereinbe 
fore and hereinafter complained of, for depriving plaintiff of priv- 


ro and immunities under color of authority and pretense of iia 
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Plaintifi ts a citizen of the United States, and the amoun 


| 
3 }in controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars 
4 Le 

5 : Plaintifi cces not knew the true names and casoacities of de- 


6 | @enaanee sued nerein as JCHN DOES ONE TSRCUGH ONE EUNDRED, and 
7 | therefore sues these defendants, and eacn of them, cy such re 
8 itious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiféi 
9 V 
10 In July 1976, defendants STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND 
11 |G. BROWN, JR., ang guvernatorial assistant MARC PCCEE, wrongfully, 
12 junlawfully, intentionally, maliciously, disregarded their duty to- 
13 Iward plaintiff when plaintiff attempted to communicate criminal 
without cause or provocation. 
14 acts occurring in the State of Califania/ Defendant MARC POCEE, | 
15 jin GOVERNOR BRCITN's presence, to plaintiif's information and bre- 
16 |jlief, threatened olaintiff in a hard ex-U.S. Marine volce; "Get 
17 }O££f this pnone - everything will be taken care or". Then plain- 
1g jtas= BRONSOM knew that under the coler of authority and pretense 
19 lof law, Gefendants BRCWN and PCCSE meant to shortly and immediaze-| 


20 lily send more STATE POLICE CFrIcER, AGENTS or EMPLOYEES, or others, 








28 jorsanized.and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 


21 to beat, maim, harass, assault, attempt to kill, and otherwise 

22 severely threaten plaintiff's personal safety. Plaintiff contin- 
=| es to live in fear, alarm and aporehension of bodily harm at the 
24 hands of defendant STATE OF CALIFORNIA, or others, under color of 
96 jauthority or pretense of law, to get def. BROWN elected President. 
26 VI 

27 That defendants, ane each of them, Knowingly and willfully 


- 123 = 


=. mong themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suporess 
30 land wrongfully withhold from law enforcement olaintiff£'s new life- 
ch avi firearms and related technologies Sy illegally assaulting 
sia laintif£, and to suppress defendant SOVERNOR BRCWN's coverup of 

| 

| 


| 

! 

i 
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rimes committed in California and in the BROWN ADMINISTRATION 
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of which plaintiff was knewlegeable, to get BROWN elected President. 


: doa 


herein alleged pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the consoixracy 
and agreement herein alleged, and nereinafter and hereincefore 
omplained of, under color of authority and pretense of law. 


VIII 


That defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
of defendants, and each of them, and others, and the fright there- 
by caused plaintiff, plaintiff has suffered extreme and severe 
mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mind. and 
kody and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which shall be 
proved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from 
page 274. 
TX 
WHEREFORE, solaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and eaca of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall se sroved at trial, compensatory and punitive damages. 
FIFTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 
ue 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 881343, 
1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
Lt 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt sy reference, 
all aiiedaticns set forth in all.causes of action herein, hereinbe 
fore, hereinafter complained of for loss of privileges and immuni- 
ties. 
IIr 
plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 


lin controversy exceeds ten thousand dollars. 


| 
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IV 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 






fendants sued nerein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH CNE SUMDRED, and 





thereZore sues these Gefendants, and each of them, Sv such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused anc proximately caused to plaintif?| 





6 Y | 
7 | Defencants are; | 
8 Ll. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNCR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr. 
giiState Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

0 2. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 

1 | YOUNGER, 555 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 

2 3. Def. MARC POCHE, gubernatorial assistant, Office of the 

3 |Governor, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 


4, Def. STATE.OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, CHIEF 
GUY R. OATES, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

5S. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE OFFICER 
L.D. SHERWOOD (BADGE NO. 4), State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

6. Def. STATE OF CALIZORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE OFFIC 
S.W. WESTON, State Capitol, Sacramento, Calisornia. 
7. Other defendants oresent and not known to plaintiff. 

VI 

Cn February ll, 1977, defendants STATE OF CALIFCRNIA, GCVERN 


OR EDMUND G. SRCOWN, JR., MARC POCHE, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELIS J. 


24 || YOUNGER, CALIFCRNIA STATS POLICE CHIEF GUY R. OATES, and others, 








25ii without cause or provocation, retalialiated against plaintifé for 
26) filing this lawsuit before this Court, and instituted and com- 

27 || pleted defendant MARC SOCHE's threats of bodily harm toward piain 
manent Said defendants, and each cf then, wrongfully, snsawiuley, 
29 || maliciousiy, ané contemptuously, andez cclor of authority and gee 
30 || tense of law, uses Eefendants azmec CASIToCRIA S25 0o. Soe oa 
AP ESS6 Peg., Seen s so). 2 s4Sea. No. Rh She 2, ie Sse cuy B25: SEnSzS: AC- ' 
32. ac 26 Slats 22 2, “2S Sesec7s Ss a2ActS: enc Clu5ers. oz sety tases: 
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and immunities guaranteed to plainti== as a citizen of the United | 
tates, by Amendments I,IV,V,VII, and XIV of the Constitution of 
“he United States, and the Due Precess and Equal Srotection Claus- 
es of the Fourteenth Amendment. Tetendants, anc eacn of then, 

is Court proceeding “Sy assaulting 
plaintiff and others while plaintiii lawfully attended a Cali- 
fornia administrative hearing az 1506 Fourtn Street, Sacramento, 


California. Said defendants, anc eacn o 


th 


them, in contempt for 
judicial and administrative proceedings and parties, "“coggec", 
followed, stalked, obstructed, harassed, asused, assaulted, and 
otherwise wrongfully pursued plaintiff and others with deadly 
weapons, preventing plaintiff and others from peaceful lawful 
assembly, presence and attendance at said administrative hearing. 
Plaintifé and others were deprived of their rights and not per- 
mitted to conduct business affairs before the administrative 
nearing as plaintirt intended and as provided by law. The pre- 
venting of plaintiff to conduct business before the administrativ 
hearing cccurred wrongfully under color of authnerity and oretense 
of law bv defendants. 
VIL 

™ie defendants, and each of then, knowingly and willfully 
organized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
amont themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suppress 
and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new lite 
saving firearms and related technologies, to suporess, wrongfully 
silence, and wroncfully retaliate against olaintifs for £iling 
complaint before this Court, to suppress and wrongfully cover-us 
GOVERNOR ERCWN's wrongful cover-up cf crimes committed in Cali- 
fornia and scandals in the Brown administration of which. olein- 


ctives wnicn shall be demo: 


23 


ri f€2 is knowlecceable, and for otner 


rial, sy illegally assaulting and threatening pilain- 


qr 


Strated at 
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Paac Gerencants, «enc eacn.(of them, dic’ the. acts ‘ang things 
nereir ailecec dursuant te, anc in furtherance of, the consvizacy 


and agreement nerein alleced, anc hereinafter and hereinbefore 


* 
wa 


ycomsiained of, uncer coler of authority and sretense of law. 


Sv reason of tne wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts 
wounds and 
Of defendants, and each of them, and others, and the/ fricht there- 


* 


ey causea slaintiitf, plaintiff nas suffered extreme anc severe 

mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured in mine 

and bocv and earning capacity, the nature and extent of which 

shall be croved at trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES 
It 


WEERETORE, plaintifi demands judement acainst defendants, 


anc each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


ct 


small ce provec at trial, and compensatory damages and punitive 


damages, and such other relieZ as deemed just and proper by this 


court. 


FIFTY-FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 


I 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); 28 USC 881343, 
1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq: Constitutional Amendment XIV. 
II 
S¥aineies does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
before and hereinafter complained of, for deprivations of privi- 


leges and immunities under color of law. 


Lit 


Plaintifzf is a citizen of the United States; amount in con- 
Ronald, Bgagan-2880 
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troversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars. 
; i 
2 | Plaintiff does not knew the true names and capacities of 
3 | defendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE RUNDRED, and 
+ | therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
5 || tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plain- 
6 Cite. 
7 |) 
8 \ 
9 Hy 
10 |: 
11 
12 1! 
13 | 
14 Wf 
15 |" 
17 | 
9 
20 | 
\ 
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Defendants axe: 
Ll. Det. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA ATTORNEY GENERAL 
SLbe ws YOUNGER, S23 Canicol Jalil, Sacramento, Calitornia., 
2. Det. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, "IR. ALEXANDER, OFFICE OF TYE 
| ATTORNEY GENERAL, 355 Capitol Mail, Sacramento, Can fornia. 
VI 
On or about January 23, 1975, defentant agent, emplovee, or 
servant, we. ALEXANDER", refused to log charges of criminal acts 
(illegal wiretapoing, etc.) committed in California, but instead, 
under color of authority and pretense of law, without cause or 
provocation, defendant agent, employee or servant wrongfully, wil 
fully, maliciously, and negligently threatened plaintiff with 
bodily harm. When plaintiff calmed down and shortly called the 
ATTORNEY GENERAL's OFFICE for "MR, ALEXANDER", plaintiff was ad- 
vised that there was no such pereon in the OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY 
GENERAL. Plaintifit was immediately fearful and apprehensive for 
his personal safety in that again defendant ATTORNEY GENERAL YCUN 
SR nad his agents and employees cut after sclaintiffS. As defandan 
intenced, and each of them, DSlaintif= was quite ill for some days 
| after. Defendants prevented plaintiff irom filing his charges. 
VIT 
That from 1972 forward, defendants, and each of them, Know- 
ingly and willfully organized and caused to be organized conspir- 
acy and agreement among themselves, anc each of them, and with 
others, to suppress and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement 
plaintiff's new lifesaving firearms anc related technologies bv 


Lilegally assaulting plaintift 
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complaineé cf, in malice, ill wiil, and acting under | 


authority and oretense of 


of olaintiti's guarantee 


law, 


the result of which was 


4 orivileces and immunities from 


4 lpolice harassment anc abuse set forzth in Amendments I,IV,V,VI, 


S$ ivVII ané XIV of the Constitution of the United States. 


AIV 


7 By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, | 


8 liconspiracies and humiliations of plaintiff by defendants, and 


9 leach of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused polain- 


l 
1 
i 


1 


0 lti ££ to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 


Se 


i |pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the nature 


9 land extent of which shall 


3 |herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


14 


15 


1 


] 


1 


6 land each of them, tne nature, 


WHEREFORE, plaintif 


shall be oroved at trial, and 


AV 


rh 


be proved at trial, and as incorporated 


demands judgment against defendants, 
extent, sum and costs of which 


for compensatory and punitive 


8 i|damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


20 | 


_—_ 
re nant 


9 ip this court. 
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FIFTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
L 
The Court has jurisdiction in this matter under Title 23, 
United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 etseq., for depri- 
vation of civil rights, assaults by federal police officers acting 
under color of authority and pretense of law, the enjoinment of 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under the 
Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
is a party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 88s 
1932,1983,1935,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 
Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et seq. 


If 

Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 
28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
equity authorized by law; Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1933, 
to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 
under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 
tection Clauses of the Rourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 


Ronald Reagan-2884 
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rurther, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked because acts 0% 
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Gefendants, under color of law and authority, deprived plaintiff 
=131. > 


pe rc a el 
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of the orivileces and immunitles guaranteed to plaintiff bv Amend- 


Ly lly fle ty, 2d ALY tO 21S Unetedc states Constitution, 


Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the | 
{ 


amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Collars. 


7 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 


therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 
VI -A 
Defendants are; 
1. Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE (FPS) of the UNITED STAT= 
ENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION (GSA). Headquarters of the GSA 
are Washington, D.C. Local headquarters of the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE 


SERVICE (FPS) is 6590 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 


“~ 


2. CDefs. OFFICER CLEMONS (EADGE 3327), OFFICER JAMES CHAS- 
TAINE, and CLARENCE SHELSON, uniformed agents and employees of the 
sacramento FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE office. 

3. Defs. OFFICER GREER and OFFICER W.W. SMITH (BADGE 30), 
uniformed agents and employees of LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento 

4. Det. LUY SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento, California,under 

Ontract to the cefencant FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE to perform 

services as contracted. Represented in Sacramento, California 
by attorney Michael Sands. 

5. Defs. FEDERAL BUREAU Cr T'UVESTIGATION and OIRECTOR L, 
PATRICK GRAY, headquartered in ‘vashington, 5.c., with local ad- 


dress of 2800 Cottage “iay, Sacramento, California. 


6. Deft. "VICTOR MARTINEZ”, 


fencants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE TEROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
| 
| 


a ther Gefendants not known to plaintiff. 
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VE =-3 
Plaintizé éces ha eby incorpowata anc adopt by references, 
all allecations set forth in JURISDICTICY (page 2); aitle 2a OF 
the United Sthtes Code, Sections 1343 and 1343(b); Titla 42 of 
the United states Cede, Secticn 1901 et seq.; Amendments I, IY, 
Vv, VI, VIZ, and XIV to the Constituticn of the United Statss. 
VI <c 
Plairtiz= dees heveby incorporate and acopt by roftesenca, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
after ani hereinbeZore complained oi, for deprivations of privi~ 


leges and imamitics under color of authority and pretense of lav. 


, 


eee 


ee 
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2 That on August 22, 1975, in the County of Sacramento, United 


eS 


states Post Office, 391 I Street, Sacramento, California, defen- 


BN 


Gants, and each of them, under color of authority and pretense of 
law, and armed with deadly weapons, and each of them, maliciously, 


antonly, willfully, recklessly, wrongfully, unlawfully, and with- 


~“ On WA 


out cause or provocation, violently attacked, beat, strangled, 


8 handcuffed, illegally search and seized, falsely arrested, false- 


\o 


ly imprisoned, restrained, and struck plaintiff in and about the 
10 face, head and other parts of the body, and made other multiple 

11 physical abuses and injuries to plaintiff which required plaintiff 
12 jto go to the hospital for care and treatment. 

13 VIItL 

14 Such restraint of plaintiff's liberty was made without arrest 
a ithout warrant or other legal process and was unlawful, in that 
16 MO crime had been committed and in that there was no reason or 

17 [cause for kelief that plaintiff had committed any crime. 

18 Ix 

19 In doing all the acts and things aforesaid defendants, and 

20 [pach of them, acted wilfully and maliciously. 

21 x 


22 Plaintiff was restrained of his liberty by being handcuffed 
23 land held incommunicado in a room in the United States Post Office 
24 |for about one hour, after which time plaintiff was released in 


25 lithe custody of defendants FPS OFFICER CHASTAINE and LUV OFFICER 


26 ||GREER, Ronald Reagan-2887 
27 XI 
28 Defendants FPS OFFICER JAMES CHASTAINE and LUV OFFICER GREER 


29 |lf€orcibly took plaintiff from the United States Post Office and 
30 forcibly took plaintiff to his business automobile parked in a 
31 |Iprivate parking lot one block away. Plaintiff was menaced by said 


32 defendants, and each of them, for some time at plaintiff's busi- 
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ness automobile. Plaintiff was made to fear for nis continued 
personal safety from deadly weavons or fists, and fear for the 
personal safety of innocent by-standers, Plaintiff was not ar- 
rested. 
ALT 
That by reason of said acts plaintiff was placed in great 
fear for his life and physical well being, and the lives and physi 
cal well being of innocent py-stancers, defendants at all times 
having the present ability to continue to beat, strangle, hand- 
cuff, restrain, attack, and otherwise carry out their threats to 
kill plaintiff, acting under color of authority and pretense of 
law. 
ALLE 
The acts or cefendcants, under color of law, and under abies 
of their authority as federal police officers of the UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT, as herein set out, deprived plaintiff of the privi- 
leges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff as a citizen of the 
United States, by Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 
ALV 
That defendants, and each of tnem,and with others, knowingly 
and willfully and maliciously organized and caused to be organized 
consplracy and agreement among themselves, to suppress and wrong- 
fully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new lifesaving 
firearms and related technologies by illegally assaulting, attack- 
ing, beating, and attempting to murder olaintiff under color of 


authority and pretense of law. 
Ronald Reagan-2888 
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That defencants, and each of the, did the acts and things 
nerein alleced sursuant to, and infurtherance of, the consvoiracy 
and acreement nerein set forth, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of as incorpcrated in all causes of action herein, | 
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|>roved at trial, which sums were necessary, reasonable and prover. 


| 
{ 
| 
eS unger color cf asthority 21¢ pretense of law, deprived olain- 
2 | chit cf tre privileges and immunities cuaranteed to plaintifs ny 
| 
3 JAzeadnents Le Lee) ees oe, See ae “OL “Bre Conseil cutie of £46 
4lcnicea States. 
5 | ole 
6 py reason of the wrongful, intentional, willful, and mali- 
Tiiciexns acts of defendants, and each of them, and the wourds and 
8 jiricht theresy caused olaintifi, slaintiff nas suffered extreme 
9 jjanc severe mental anguish and physical pain, and has been injured 
10 jin mind and socy and earning capacity, and for these reasons of 
li |Imalice, onporession, and ill wie ana ont aedes of plaintiff, 
12 |plaintiff is entitled to and. asks for punitive or exemplary dainage 
13 |wnalen shall be proved’ at. trial, and as incorporated herein under) 
14 JDAMAGES on page 274. 
15 AVIlL 
16 Prior to said wrongfulland.:unlawful beating of plaintiff and 
l7 |restraint of plaintifi's liberty, plaintiff had enjoyed a good 
I8yreputation in and about the City of Sacramento, particularly for 
19 |ronesty and good conduct. 
20 | XVIII 
. That cy rezson of the injuries inflicted by defendants, and 
22 |}each of them, plaintiff was compelled to and did expend sums for 
23 jmedical care and the employment of ohysicians and surgeons; by 
24 iivirtue of which plaintiff has incurred debts in amounts to be 
| 


IX 
27 That cy reason of the injuries inflicted upon plaintiff by 
perenne and each of them, olaintiff will continue to suffer 


ioreat pain and anguish of body and mind, and permanent disfigure- 





ment, the sum cf which sha 


: 


1 be proved at trial. 
Rénald Reagan-2889 


32 NRERETCRE, ola intiff demands judement against defendants, 
3 : 
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and eacn of them, in the sum and costs which shall be proved at 
«vial, and compensatory and punitive camages, and such other re- 


lief as Geemed just and proper cy this Court. 


FIFTY -THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 





L 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in Paragraphs I through VI, JURISDIC- 
TION (page 2);. 23 USC 881343,1346(b); 42 USC 81981 et seq.; 


Rmendments I,IV,V,VI,VII and XIV to the United States Constitution 


11 Tt 

12 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 

13 lall allegations set forth in all causes of action nerein complain- 
14 led of for deprivations of privileges and immunities under color 


is |of authority and pretense of law; United States is a party. 


16 Lid 
17 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
IV 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN COES ONE TEROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif 
V 
Defendants are; 
1, Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE CONTROLLER HOUSTON I. 
FLOURNOY, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
2. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE 
3. YOUNGER, 555 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 
| 2, Def, STATE OF CALIFCRNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, cuter | 


| GUY R, CATES, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
i Ronald Reagan-2890 
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as 
On or about January 23, 1974, defendants, without cause or 
provecation and under color of authority and oretense of law, 
wrongfully, unlawfully, intentionally, and violently assaulted 
plaintiff with deadly weapons on private business property where 
the STATE OF CALIFORNIA had no business. Defendants, and each of 
them, sent state agents and employees in two (2) cars to willful- 
lv, maliciously, unlawfully, and violently use force on plaintiff. 
Defencants agents and employees trespassed on private business 
proverty and restrained plaintiff from leaving building. Defen- 
Gants agents and employees returned to their automobiles and 
set in the cars for some time in front of the building, assault- 
ing, humiliating, restraining, outraging, and embarrasing plain- 
tiff, and prevented plaintiff from conducting his lawful business 
activities. 
Vit 
Such restraint ot plaintiff's liberty was made without war- 
vant or other legal process and was unlawful, in that no crime 
had been committed and in that there was no reason or cause for 
belief that plaintiff had committed any crime. 
VII 
That defendants, and each of them, Knowingly and willfully 
erganized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, and each of then, and with others, to suppress 
and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life- 
saving firearms and related technologies, by illegally restrain- 
ing plaintiff. Ronald Reagan-2891 
IX 


In doing all the acts and things aforesaid defendants, and 


leach of then, acted willfully and maliciously, and in ill will. 


“? 
4% 


nefendgants restrained plaintiff's liberty ‘or some time. 
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Prior to said restraint of alainciff's liberty ky defendants’ 
ill will toward vlaintiff, and the public humiliation to plaia- 
tiff, plaintiff nad enioved a good reputation in and about the 
CIT’ OF SACRAMENTO, varticularly for nonesty and good conduct. 


aut 


That de 


tn 


frends 


#4 


, ane eacr of them, knowingly and willfully 
organized and caused to ke organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, end each of them, and with others, to suppress 
ané wrongfully -withnold from law enforcement slaintiff's nev 
lifesaving firearms and related technologies, by illegally 
restraining olaintiff. 

LE 


> ~ 


That defence and each of them, did the acts and thin gs 


herein set Zurth oursuant to, and in furtherance of, the consoir- 






acy and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and nereinsefore 
comolained of, in malice, ill will, acting under color of author- 


itv and pretense of lav, the result of ‘snichn was invasion of olainr 


tiff's guaranteed privileges and immunities from police harassment 
and abuse set forth in Amendments I,IV,V,Vi,VII and XIV. 
ALY? 

Ev reason of the wrongful, intentional, malicious acts, con- 
spiracies and humiliations of plaintiff cy defendants, and eacn of 
them, and others, the fright therexcyv caused olaintiff to suffer 
extreme and severe mental anguish and physical pain, and insueoas 
mind and sod and earning capacity, and ature and extent of whelr 


shall be oroved at trial, incorporating herein DAMAGES, vage 274. 
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“rc; 
WHERTPORE, plaintiff demands judgment against Cefendants, 
e-4 eact of them, the sum and costs of which snall be voroved at 


trial, and “cr compensatory aad ounitive camages, and for: sucn 


{ 
| 
: 


otner relief as is deemed iust end proper by Cos Court. 


FIFTY-FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


: 












Plaintiff Goes hereby incorsorate and acopt sy reference, 
all allegations set forth in Paragraph I through Vi, JURRISDIC- 
TION (page 2); Title 23, United States Code, Secs. 1343,1346(b); 
Title 42, United States Code, Secs. 1931 et sea.; Amendments I, 
iv,V,VI,VIZ and XIV to the United States Constitution. 

II 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt sy reference, 


all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein complain- 


11 led of for deprivations of privileges and immunities under color 

12 lof authority and voretense of lav. 

13 III 

14 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
1S lin controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, exclusive of interest 
16 jana costs. 

17 LV 

18 Dlaintit= does -=ot know the true names and capacities of de- 
19 |fendants sued herein as SOHN DCES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 

s0 itherefore sues these defendants, and each of them, cy such ficti- 
21 \|\tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 
22 V 

23 Defendants are: 

24 le Def, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE CONTROLLER HOUSTON I. 

256 |\FLOURNOY, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

26 2. Def. STATZ OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATES POLICES, CAISF 
27\|GUY R. OATES, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

28 3. Def. STATEOF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J, YOUNG 
29) ER, S55 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 

30: 4, Def, STATEOF CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICS OFFICERS unknown 

31 Ito Sie Aeiec. | Ronald Reagan-2893 
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*elief that olaintiff had committed any crine. 
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“hat Cefendants, and each ci them, knowingly o°a Wier 
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amoig themselves, and each oF them, and with otzers, *o sup7ress | 
and -vrongfully vvithhnold from lew enrozmcement Slatitit e's “6” 
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Defendants restrained plaintifi's Liberty for about one hour. 


ol 
Prior to said restraint of slaintiff's liberty by defendants’ | 


ill will toward plaintiff, and the public humiliation to olain- 


bhy 


tiff, olaintifi nad enjoyed a good reoutation in and about the 


CITY OF SACRAMENTO, particularly for honesty and good conauct. 


ad 
That Gefendants, and each of them, Knowingly and willfully 
ercanized ané caused to re organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, and each of then, and with others, to suppress 
and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintifi's new life- 
saving firearms and related technologies, by illegally restraining 
plaintiff. 
AIIT 
mhat Gefendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 
herein set forth pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspir- 
acy and agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and nereirbefore 
complained of, in malice, ill will, acting under color of author- 
ity and pretense of law, the result of which was invasion of olaia 
Eigats. Susesnceed privileges and immunities from volice harassment 
and abuse set forth in Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII and XIV. 
Le 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, malicious acts, con- 
spiracies and numiliations of plaintiff oy defendants, and each of 
them, and others, the fright thereby caused olaintifé to suffer | 


extrene and severe mental anguish and physical vain, and injury in 
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in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars. 
IV 
Plaintift does mot know the true names and capacities of de- 


tty 


fZenazants sued herein es JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, ane 
therefore sues these cefendants, and each of them, Fy such ficti- 
ious names for damages caused and proximately caused to piaintirs 
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Defencéants ar 
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Le. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL SVELLS 
cS. YOUNGER, 585 Cacitol “Mall, Sacramento, California. 
9. Set. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFPORNI= STATE POLICE, Cc 


SUY 2, OATES, State Capitcel, Sacramentc, California. 
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1 TI 

2 On or azout Septemcer 29, 1972, defendants, without cause or 
3 | srovocation and under color of authority and pretense of lav, 

4 wreongfilly, unlawfully, intentionally, maliciously, and violently 
Silassaulted olaintiff with deadly weapons in the United States Post 
6 lloffice, 201 I Street, Sacramento, California. Defendants re- 

7 |strained olaintifé of his liberty, obstructed olaintift in the 

8 |iconduct of vlaintiff's business, harassed, adusec, intimidated, 

9 lembarrassed, humiliated, and interferred with plaintiff. 

10 Vil 

11] Such restraint of olaintiff's liberty was made without war- 
i2 |rant or other legal orocess and was unlawful, in that 10 crime 

13 |inad cseen committed and in that there was no reason or cause for 
14 |selief that plaintiff had committed any crime. 

15 Vii 

16 In doing all the acts and things aforesaid deferndarts, and. 
i7leach of them, acted willfully and maliciously, ena is Lideowill. 

18 LA 

19 That defendants, and each of them, knowingly and willfully 


orcanized and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 


among themselves, and each of them, and with others, to suooress 





ana wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life- 


saving firearms and related technologies, by illegally restraining 


slaintiff. 


x 
Defendants, and each of them, restrained plaintiff's liberty 


for approximately one-half hour. 


Ronald Reagan-2897 
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ALEL 
Shat defendants, and each of them, did the acts and things 


set forth pursuant to, and in furtherance of, the conspir- 






né agreement herein alleged, and hereinafter and hereinbefore 


complained of, in malice, ill will, and acting under color of 
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law, the result of which was invasion 
of vlaintifi'ts guaranteed privileges and immunities from police 
marassment and abuse set forth in amendments Ce heV Viy Vila and 
che United States Constitution. 
XIV 
Sy reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 
aspiracies and humiliations of plaintifi sy defendants, and each 
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ind and vod» and earnine capacity, the neture and extent of 


snall te oroved at trial, and as incorporated herein under 
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ORIGINAL 
FIFTY-SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Tye: Cours nas sari seretion. in. ears. matter uncer Ticle 23; 
|JUniceé States Code, Secs. 12343, 1346(b), 26571 etsec., for cepri- 
jvation of civil rights, assaults sy federal solice officers actin 


Junéer color of authoritv and sretense of law, the enjoinment of 











JFederal Tort Claims Act: controversies to wnich the United States 
is a party, United States Constitution, A ticle III, Section 2; 
Mitle 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 88. 
1982,1983,1925,1926, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
|violaticns of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 
Due Process and Foual Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et seq. 


a a 


Further, iurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 


qt 


“” 


128, Uniteé States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
tc be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per 
Ison within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deorivation 
under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 


Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 


\leces, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 


tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


land costs, exceeés the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
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PlaintiZ£é 2RONSON is a citize- of the united states, and 


AQTID STATIS IS A PARTY to this controversy. 


Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these Cefendants, and each of then, by such ficti- 
tious names for damaces caused and proximately caused to polaintiffl. 

ae 

Defendants are: 
1. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF LVESTIGATION (FBI), United 
States Department of Justice, neadcuarters Vashington, D.C. Local 
acdress is 2300 Cottage ‘lay, Sacramento, California. 
2. Def. FSI DIRECTOR L. PATRICK GRAY, washsAGce > 2. pyc: 
3. Def. JOEN REED, FEI SPECIAL-“AGENT-IN-CHARGE, 2390 cot- 
cage “ay, Sacramento, California. 
&, Other r=DERAL SUREAU OF INVESTIGATION AGENTS not known 
to plaintifs. Ronald Reagan-2901 

‘ade 
On or about Sestember 30, 1972, defendants FEI, under color 
of authority and pretense of law, and armed with deadly weaoscns, 


orcibly, loudiyv, repeatedlv hanged on business GOOF, maliciously, 
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wantonly, willfully, recklessly, wrongfully, unlawfully, and with- 


out cause or provocation, tresnassea on private business psrovert 
to assault slaintift, and restrained slainztiff from leaving the 
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restraining plaintiff. 
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mencs I,IV,V,VI,VIZI and <IV of the United States Constitution. 
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Defendants, and each of the, restrained plaintiff's liberty 
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Sv reason of the wrongful, intentional, malicious acts, con- 
spiracies and humiliations of plaintiff by defendants, and each of 
tnem, and others, the fright thereby caused plaintiffs to suffer 


extreme anc severe mental anguish anc phvsical pain, and injury 


= mind and sody and earning capacitv, and tne nature and extent 
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unéer color of autherity and oretense ci law, the enjoinment of 











junconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages uncer ‘ee 
Federal Tort Claims Act: controversies to which the United States 
is a partv, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1991 et seq., particularly ss. 
1982,19383,1935,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 


Due Process and Ecual Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 





ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1231 9st sea. 


It 
Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 
128, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 


lequity authorized sy law; Title 42, United States coce, sec 
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to be commenced Sy any citizens of the United States or cther per 
}son within the jurisdiction thereof to recress the dceporivation 
ander color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom cr useage 
tof a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leces, and imm snities sought herein to ce t~ecressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process anc Equa. Pro~ 


rtaction Clauses of the Fourteentn Amencment to the United States 


jand costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousaneé Dollars ($10,000.00). 
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of the privileges and immenities guaranteed to plaintiff by 


Amendments I, IV, V, VI, VII, and XIV of the Constitution of the 


United States. 


IIil- 3 


Plaintisf dces hereby incorporate and acopt by reference, 


all allegations set forth in gURISDICTICN (page 2); Title 23, 


USC, Sections 1343 and 1346(b); Title 42, usc, Section 1961 et 


seqe? Amendments I,I7,V,VI,VizI, and XIV to the United States 
Constitution. 


all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
after and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of privi- 
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Plaintiff Goes hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 


leses and immunities under color of authority and pretense of 


law. 
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states Devartment of Justice, headquarters ‘Jashington, D.C. 


Local address is 2800 Cottage ‘jay, Sacramento, California. 


not Known to plaintifye. 


Plaincilt BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, ane the 
Viel oe Slecolo se. 2 Dasey tO Eats Sort r overs’. 
y 
Plaintlzf does net know the terse names an2 canacities cof de- 
Sendencis 22290 hers. Sss..COet DO8S: Sys. Tears CNS SVVDR=D,. ana 
Se Ov escr st es. Sisco Cassi tet sy Se Ses Dt then. Sy Sucre icti= 
wewes NATSs. Or Cameces -causec and -S2oximately caused £O Slainti 
Win 
Defendants are: 
1. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (FBI), United 


2. Def. FSI DIRECTOR L. PATRICK GRAY, Washington, D.C. 
3. Def. JOBRN REED, FBI SPECIAL AGENT-IN-CHARGE, 2200 Cot- 
fage Nay, Sacramento, California; acent “TCMMY RAY", 
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timidated, .embarrassed, 
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Otherwise interferred with olaintiff in the United 


plaintiff's conduct of plaintiff's lawful business 


cause or provecation, wrongfully, 


Vit 
On or azout October 4, 1972, Cefencants FBI, under color 
of authority and pretense of law, and armed with deadly weapons, 
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Li¢csously, wantonly, willfully, recklessly, harassed, abused, in- 


tructed, humiliated, restrained, and 


States Post 


Office, 3th and I Streets, Sacramento, and stopped plaintiff in 
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in the Post 
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| Plaintif= was csstructed from leaving the Post Cffice as he 
jwisnec by said two (2) FBI agents, acting under color of authorit: 
! 

| 

1 - 153 - 


cam aces Sn 


a eg le ie a ee i 


——— «eS ee 


> 7 ote . by 5 deo om pa - ~ mm de a ae wee 
Pek Pestle sne 12 24S 2OSs Of 2G]. cecencan. roe. Moen "LOY 
x erit ae 4 an 5 od aware 't “gi ae i 2 a % dn +m o 
Bie SSLSe vane. “cesosc Stal Sots Cow Cre: stir Seeto co: Sacranent 


Clay’ 2all, 20] 2evsc slaintist Go the Sstaiss: ana ance: the -City nal 
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Ex | 
Such restraint of plaintilf's lLicerty was made without war- 
rant cr Other itecal scrocess and was unlawful, in that no crime 
nad been committec and in that there was no reason or cause for 
beite=S that plaintift had committed any crime. 
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encants, and each of them, Knowingly and willfully 
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organizec and caused to be organized conspiracy and agreement 
among themselves, anc each of them, and with others, to suppress 
and wrongfully withhold from law enforcement plaintiff's new life 


Saving ‘firearms and related technologies, by illegally restrain- 
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LPG Sue ntl se. 
<I 
Defendants, and each of them, restrained olaintiff's liberty 
for approximately one-half hour. in the Post Office. 
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, dOing ail tne acts and things aforesaid defencants, and 
eacn of them, acted willfully and maliciously, and in ill will. 


ETL ' 


Prior to said restraint of plaintiff's liberty by defendants’ 


Lilo will wowvard Dleatati2 >. ane Che pubLic.cuntiration to: piain= 


cifz, plaintiff nad enijicyed a good reputation in and about the 
CLTY (OF “SACRAMENTO. Sarcicularl? Sor: honesty are good conduct. 
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By reason ci the wrongtul, intentional, and malicious acts, 


+ 
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gnt thereby caused plain- 


tiff to suffer extreme and seve mental anguish and physical 
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Dain, anc injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the nature 


and extent cif which shall be proved at trial, and as incorrorated 
herein under DAMAGES from pace 274. 
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WHEREDORE, plaintifi demancs judgment against defendants, 
ana each cr them, tne nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
nu ee SeSVes. at ~eial, enc tor compensatory and punitive 
Gamages, ana for sucn other relief as 1s deemed just and prover 
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The Court: nas jurisdiction in. this matter under Title 23, 
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United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(5), 2571 etseq., for depri- 





§ |vation of civil rights, assaults oy federal police officers acting 


6 |junder color of authority and oretense cf law, the enjoinment of 
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unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under the 
g ||Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
g }/is a party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 

190 ||Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., voarticularly 88: 
11 | 1982,1983,1935,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
12 |violations of oe FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 
13 Due Process and Equal SeGeectien Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 
14 ||ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


15 Code, Secs. 1331 et sed. 
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16 nase 
17 W Further, jurisdiction of the Ccurt is invoked under Title 
19 


tv authorized by law; Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1983, 


18 129, United Stazes Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
\.. 

wo leo be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per 
21 lson within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 

2 lunder color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
23 lof a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
24 |} Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
25 | leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 

26 |secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal pro4 
27 |tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States i 


2g iConstitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
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Zo qene costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
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31 Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked because acts of 


32 |GelZencants, under color of law and authority, deprived plaintiff 
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of the privileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by 
Amendments I, IV, V, VI, VII, and XIV of the Constiiucie. of the 
United States. | 
III ~ B 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in gURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28, 
USC, Sections 1343 and 1346(b); Title 42, uSC, Section 1981 et 


seq.; Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV to the United States 


Constitution. 
IIi-c 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and agen by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
after and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of privi- 


leges and immunities under color of authority and pretense of 


law. / 
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PLaLNeLSS SRONSCA 28 e-citizen cf the United states, ane th 
United States is a party to this controversy. 
V 
Plaintizf dces not know the true names and Capacities ofde- 
Sencants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THRCUGH ONZ HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these detendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


22 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaint 
VI 
Defendants are; 
l. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. 
2a D@f. FSI DIRECTOR LL, SATRICT: GRAY. 
3. Def. JOHN REED, FBI SPECIAL AGENT-IN-CEARGE, Sacramento. 
&. Def. WILLIAM J. KINNEY, CHIEF OF CITY OF SACRAMENTO 


POLICE DzrARTMENT. 
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On or about October 4, 


of 


Cther FBI agents, and others, not 


autnority and pretense of law, 


Pied 


1972, defendants 


“anown to piaintiif. 


FBI, under color 


and armed with drawn deadiy 


weapons (handguns, rifles, etc.), withoutcause or provocation, 


retaliated against plaintiff for plaintiff's insistance that the 


FBI immediately stop harassment and abuse of Plaintiff BRONSON. 


FBI AGENT JOHN REED 


oy 


usin 
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and otner agents, trespassed cn srivate 


GSS Property anc sorcibiy, violentiv,. ioudly;, weongtully¢y, 
o a - az 1 


unlawfully, maliciously and wantonly, "surrounded the bullding 


in which olaintiff was conducting business. 


Derendants FBI for- 


citiy and repeatedly bangecé on the door, yelled out loud to plain 


CiGLe shreats Or Sed ly pAdrn, 


all arounz 


the bul 
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cenind their 


incessantly forced the tele- 


2 Piel eis Ss 26st Ws. eee aes 15 
3] manner fcr several hours. 
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6 Such restraint of olaintizf's liberty 
Jijvant or ctner legai orecess and was unlawfu 


had peen committed and in that thers 


g}]} xelie® that plaintiff nad committed any crime. 
10 || SHOT AND cISJER HAS BEEN ARRESTED. 
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them, knewingly and 


witn others, 


Wes no reason or cause for 


PLAINTIS&S WAS 


willfully 


and caused to be organiaed conssiracy and agreement 


tO Surppress 


from law enforcement plaintiff's new 


16 Saving firearms and related technologies, by illegally 

17 | restraining olaintifé, Ronald Reagan-2912 
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19 In Going all the acts and things aforesaid defendants, ane 
20} eacn of trem, acted willfully and maliciously, and in ill will. 
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Prior to said restraint of plaintiff's liberty by 4 


toward olaintiff, and the public humiliation to olain- 
244i tiff, plaintiff had enjoved a good reputation in and about the 
25 || CITY OF SACRAMENTO, particularly for honesty and goed conduct. 
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27 That defendants, anc each of them, did the conspiracies, 

28 || acts and things nerein set forth pursuant to, and in furtherance 
29), cf, the conspiracy and acreement herein, and hereinafter and 

30 | eset oSsCre Con 5 ains- “Si 26 See ce, 22) will, 246 eet ine wecer 
31 | eetos Of GUTOR Sty ana -oresense]- C= san, Gne SssGle “OF “vaten was 
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sv reason of the wrongful, intentionai, and malicious acts, 


SOASDLSaCles anc aumiizations of >laancizS sy ceternvients,. end 


each of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 
=iif to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 

Si} pain, ama iniury in mind and sody and earning capacity, the 

Ql} Racure: Sd. Scene Of Vases s.282.. Ve srovec ac trial; -anc as 

10} -torporactsec Rersin under DAMAGES from page 274, 
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12 (BEREFORS, Diaintiff demands jucgment against defendants, 
13 ||] and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and cests of which 

14/| shali be oroved at trial, and for compensatory and ounitive 

15 || damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just ani prover 
16] OY this Court. 

iy FIFTY-NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

18 i 

19 Tne Court has jusisciction in chis matter under corrupt 

20] sractices clauses cf the Federal Zlection Campaign Act of L971, 
21}} as amended in 1972, 1974, and Federal Corrupt Practices Act, 
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1974, 
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13 of the United States Code (Annotated), especially Sec- 
615, et seq., and the California Political Reform Act of 


Title 9 of the Government Code, Sections 81000 et sec. 
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‘aoe color of authority and pretense of law, the enjoinment of 
aoe Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
1s a oarty, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et sec., particularly 8s. 
1982,1983,19985,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 


violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 


Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 


Code, Secs. 1331 et seq. 
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Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 


ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 
28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit 
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Jequity authorized cy law; Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1983, 





to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other = 


son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 


of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
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under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 


ee 


secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro- 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
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Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked because acts of 
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|@efenéants, under color of law and authority, deprived plaintifé . 
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of the privileges and imsunities guaranteed to plaintiff by 


Amendments I, IV, V, VI, VII, and XIV of the Constitution of tha 


IV. = B 
Plaintiff coes hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28, 
USC, Sections 1343 and 1346(b); Title 42, uScC, Section 1981 et 
shat Rsseeses I,1V,V,ViI,VIL, and <IV to the United States 
Constitution. | 
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Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
after and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of privi-~ 


leges and immunities under color of authority and pretense of 


law. 
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Plaintiit does not xneow the true names and capacities of de- 
herein ag JOEN DOES ONE THROUGH OME HUNDRED, AND 

tnerefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such fiecti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintif 


Vit 


l. Sef. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., 
Stace Capitol, Sacramento, California. 

2. Def. STATE CF CALIFCRNIA, STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE 
Oo. YOUNGER, 5355 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 

3. Defi. STATE GPF CALIFORNIA, STATE SOLICE, STATE POLICES 
Chi ae GUY Rs CATES, State Caclecl, Saecrenente, Calizcrnia. 

+, Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE PCLICS OFFICER 2.2. 
. 4), State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
5. Deft. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICE OFFICER S,wW. 


WESTON, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
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On FPesruery’ 11, 1377, defendants, anc each of then, WrOng= 
faily, willfully, unlawfully, and maliciously took part in active 
politically corrupt practices against plaintiff in criminal at- 
tempts to coverup GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BRONN'sS coverup of Brown 
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wlihout srovocaticn or cause, and acting 
uncer COLOe Of aUSROrity anc -oretense of law, cetendants fetali- 
ated against plaintiif for filing tnis lawsuit before this Court, 
and instituted anc completed cefendant “MARC FCCHE's threats of 
codily harm teward plaintiff while plaintizi lawfully attended 
an administrative hearing at 1006 Fourth Street, Sacramento, CA. 
Sald defendants, and eacn of them, wrongrtully, unlawfully, mali- 
c1ously, and contempstuously, under cclor of authority and ore- 
tense of law, usec cefendants armed CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE OFFI- 
CERS L.D, SHERYCOD and $.W. WESTON, and cthers not known to plain 
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=i, to ceprive plaintilirc an: 
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. Otners of orivileges and immuni- 


ties guaranteed to olaintiff as a citizen cf the United States, 
py Amendments, 1,1V7,7,VI,VII, and XIV of the United States Con- 
stitution, and tne Due Brocess and Equal Protection Caluses of 
the Fourteenth Amencment. Defendants, and each of them, inter- 
ferred with carty to this Court proceeding by assaulting and re- 
straining plaintitt and others befcre,c ng and after the admi 
istrative hearing. Said defendants, and each of them, in ccn- 
tempt for iudicial and administrative oroceedings anc parties, 
"dogged", followed, stalked, obstructed, harassed, abused, re- 
strained, assaulted, and otherwise wrongfully intimidated and pur 


sued olaintiff£ and cthers with ceadly weapcns, oreventing plain- 
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tiff and others from peaceful lawful assembly, presence and atten- 
dance at said administrative hearing. Plaintiff and others were 


Geprived of their rights and not permitted to conduct business 


t th 


azfairs before the administrative hearing as claintifit intended 


and as proviced by law. The preventing of plaintiff to conduct 
Susiness befcre the administrative hearing occurred in a ccrruot 
political retaliation against plaintifi by GOVERNOR BROWN under 


Color Or auvencority ane cretenas: oc tax. 





r weg mace without war- 


oO =} ON ta 


\O 


10 


11 


12 


13 


me ce eee ee ee 


—— 


me a ee 


a A I a A I 
' 


ee ee me 


a I A 


Yastraini 


zach of them, restrained Dla 


C, 


x 


™ ans _—_ << « Fm co 4 : - % whew : 
Ss Gul. Wee “Sibe ayo, ti “vee, So oo ele 
. = * J Le * ~ - 
Do Sle Soe aS ares neo 2 ees... Of Cause 


and each of them, xnowingly and willfully 


be orzanized ccnsoliracy and agreement 
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articularly for honesty and good conduct. 
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States Constitution, and the Igual Protection and Due Process 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, anc malicicus acts, 


conspiracies and humiliations of slaincirt by defencants, and 


each cf them, anc with others, the fright theresy caused plain- 


rd 
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to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and pnvsical 


hh 
ry 


at 
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Nala, ne Lajury in-mind. and cody end earning capacity, tne 
mature and extent of which shall ke proved at trial, and as 


narein under DAMAGES from page 274, 
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shall be sroved at trial, and for cempensatory and punitive 
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1 SIXTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 

3 The Court has jurisdiction in this matter under Title 28, 

4 iUnited States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(5), 2671 etseq., for depri- 
siivation of civil rights, assaults by feceral selice officers acting 


| 
| 

| en color of authority and pretense cf law, the enjoinment of 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under the 
Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
f a party, United States Constitution, Srticle III, Section 2; 


19 ||Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., varticularly 8s: 
11 || 1982,1983,1985,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
12 violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 

13 |Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 


14 ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


15 |Code, Secs. 1331 et seq.; Feceral Tort Claims Act. 


16 | cr 

17 yj Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 

18 128, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
19 = authorized by law; Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1983, 


20 |to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per 


21 Ison within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 


of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 


secured by the First Amendment, and the Due process and Equal Pro 


27 |ltection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 

sg |Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 

30 pea | | 

31 Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invokec because acts ais 


Cefenéants, under color of law and autnorizy, ceprived plaintiff 
_Ranald Reagan-2920 
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os the privileces and immunities cuaréenteed to olaintiff by Amend- 
ments =,IV7,VI,VII, and XIV to the Uniteé States Constitution. 

| rv 

| 

| Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the 
a in controversy exceecs Ten Thousand Dollars. U.S. a party. 


V 


Plaintiff does not xnow the true names and capacities of de- 
jtencants sted nexvein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore gues these cefendants, and each ‘of them, boy such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 

VI -A 


Defendants are: 


1. Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVIC 


bj 


(FPS) of the UNITED STATS 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION (GSA). Headquarters of the GSA 
are Washington, D.C. Local headquarters of the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE 


SERVICE (FPS) is 650 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 


2. Defs. OFFICER CLEMONS (BADGE 3327), OFFICER JAMES CHAS- 
TAINE, and CLARENCE SNELSCN, uniformed agents and employees of the 
Sacranento PELERAG PROTECT V2 SEAViCe Ortice. | 
: 3. Defs, OFFICER GREER and OFFICER W.W, SMITHS (SADGE 30), 
uniformed agents and employees of LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento 
| 4. Def. LUV SECURITY SERVICE, Sacramento, California, under 
! Ontract to the defendant FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE to perform 
|services as contracted, Represented in Sacramento, California 
my attorney Michael Sands. 

5. Defs. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION and DIRECTOR L. 
PATRICX GRAY, headcuartered in Washington, D.C., with local ad- 
ress of 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California. 


6. Def. "VICTOR MARTINEZ", 


ee | er + ee ee i 


2% ther cefendants not known to plaintiff. 
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VI -3 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 of 
the United Stites Code, Sacticns 1343 and 1346(b); Title 42 of 
the United States Code, Section 1981 et seq.; Amendments I, IV, 
V, VI, VII, and XIV to the Constitution of the Umited States. 
VI -c 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein- 
after and hereinkefore complained of, for deprivations of privi- 


leges and immmities under colcer of authority and pretense of law. 
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or srovecation, attacked, beaten, nanccuriac, strangled, an 


vastrained by defendant FPS OFFICERS CHASTAINE, CLEMONS, SMITH, 
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mb ct adam @ 
Vilas 
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Plaintizi's injuries in the Post Office were the Pesul. “Oz 


OFFICERS were under the sole and exclusive management and control 
of the cefendant, its agents anc servants, and plaintiil is with- 


—= @ & 


out knowledge as to the orecise negligent acts or omissions to 


+ 


acts causing plaintiff's injurces. 


The malicious ane wanton attacxson plainziff were acts of 


csross necligence or willful or wanton misconduct, and were causec 


solely and exclusively by reason of the negligence of the ceten- 
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2nat On August 22, 19755, 1 2A County or-Sacramento, United 


na 


< 
- oH 
Hi 
bl 


io 
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Street, Sacramento, California, defen- 


Gants, and each of them, uncer color of authority and oretense of 





law, and armed with ceadly weaconms, and each of them, maliciously, 
negligently, 


woh om 


{ 
| antonly, willfully,/recklessly, wrongfully, unlawfully, and with- 


jout cause or provocation, violently attacked, beat, strangled, 
andeuffed, illegally search and seized, falsely arrested, false- 
ly imprisoned, restrained, and struck plaintiff in and about the 
face, head and other parts of the body, and made other multiple 
pnysical abuses and injuries to. plaintiff which required olaintiff 


oO go to the hospital for care and treatment 


VII. 
negligent 


Such Aestraint of plaintiff's liberty was made without arrest 
| ithout warrant or other legal srocess and was unlawful, in that 
© crime had been committed and in that there was no reason or 
ause for relief that plaintiff had committec any crime. 


rx 


ne 


In Going all the acts and things afcoresaic cefendants, anc 
2ach of them, ted wi ifu liy ‘and maliciously, grossly, wantonly. 
x 


negligently 
Plaintiff was/restrained of his liberty by being handcuffed 


ne: 


and held incommunicado in a room in the United States Post Office 
for about one hour, after which time plaintiff was released in 


the custody of defendants SPS OFFICER CEASTAINE and LUV OFFICER 


GREER. | Ronald Reagan-2924 
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Defendants FPS OFFICER JAMES CHASTAINE and LUV OFFICER GREER 
and negligently 
forcibly/took plaintiff from the United States Post Office and 


forcibly took plaintiff to his business automobile parked in a 
rivate parking lot one block away. Plaintifr& was menaced by said 


defendants, and each of them, for some time at plaintiff's busi- 
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ness automobile. Plaintiff was mage to fear for his continued 
negligently used 
sersonal safety from/deadly weapons or fists, and fear for th 


personal safety of innocent by-stancers. PIAINE LSS Was: Noe az 


ty 


ALi 
negligently 
That by reasen of said acts plaintifi was/placed in great 


rh 


cal well seing of innocent by-stancers, defendants at all times 
having the present ability to continue to beat, strangle, handc- 
curt, restrain, attack, and otherwise carry out their threats to 


wo & dom 
te 


Kill plaintiff, acting under color of authority and pretense of 


ALLL 


“he acts of e@efencants, under color of law, and under eolor 


of their authority as federal police officers of the UNITED STATES 


negligently 
GOVERNMENT, as herein set out,/deprived plaintiff of the privi- 
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intiff as a citizen of the 
United States, by Amenémercts 1£,27,V,V1,7ic, and XIV of the Con- 


stitution of the Unitec States. 


AiV 


That defendants, and eacn of the, and with others, Knowingly 


negligently, 


and willfully/and maliciously organized and caused to be organized) 


conspiracy and agreement among themselves, to suppress and wrong- 


fully withheld from law enforcement plaintiff's new lifesaving 


firearms ane related technologies by illegally assaulting, attack- 


ing, beating, and attempting to murder plaintiff under color of 
authority and pretense of law.Ronald Reagan-2925 
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negligent 
That defendants, and each of the, did the/acts and things 


herein alleced pursuant to, anc infurtherance of, the conspiracy 
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erthn, and hereinafter and -ereinbefore 


complained of as incorporated in all causes of action herein, The! 
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foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defendants, and 


ORIGINAL 
| 
| 
each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune from prose- ! 
| 
| 


cution (28 USC 82680(h)) because defendant(s) were operating with- 
in scope of employment and did not use due care toward plaintiff 


as proviced in 28 USC 8$2680(a) and plaintiff was injured. 


“wealiwent. 
BY reason Of tne wrondeul,/inteantional, willful, and mali- 


cious acts of Gefendants, and each of them, and the wounds and 


srignt thereby cavsec plaintifz, slaintifé + rrered + 
and severe mental anguish and shysical pain, and has been iniured 


in mincé and body and earning capacity, and for these reasons of 
negligence 


malice, Aporession, and ill will, and -humiliation.of plaintife, 


plaintifi:is entitled to and..asks for punitive’ or exemplary damage 


which shall ke Bares trial, and as incorporated herein under” | 
DAMAGES on cage 
AVIT 


negligent 
Prior to said wrongful/and :unlawful beating of slaintif= and 


- 


restraint of plaintifti's liberty, plaintiff had enjoved a cood 


th 


reputation in anc about the City of Sacramento, varticularly for 


19 |nonesey. anc coced ‘conduct. 


Tract Sy reason of the injuries inflicted by defendants, and 


each of them, plaintiff was compelled to and did exvend sums for 


medical care and the employment of ohysicians and surgeons; by 


24 virtue of which plaintiff has incurred debts in amounts to be 


27 


95 | 
25 ||F 
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26 | 


proved at trial, which sums were necessary, reasonable and prooer. 


ATX 
negligently 
That by reason of the injuries/inflicted upon plaintiff sy 


2g |¢efencants, and each Of -cnem, dlaineict will continue to. surfer 


39 |ment, the sum of which shall te proved at trial, and as incorpor- 
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SITATY-FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
tne:--COure Aas’ sur tsadicclon.- tA this metter under Title 28, 

United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 etsec., for deori- 
VETLOR Of ClVil Sights, eassauccs oy seceral solice officers actinc 
umcer coler of authority and pretense of law, the enjcinment of 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damases under ie. 
Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
is @ party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seg., particularly 8s: 
1932,19383,1985,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, ane SIXTE Amendments, and the 
Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend~ 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et. seq. 


Further, jurisciction of the Court is invoked under Title 
28, United States Cede, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
, 
to be commenced bv any citizens of the United States or other per 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 
under coler of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to te redressed are those i 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal = 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.0C). | 
Iitr A 


Further, jurisdiction of the court is invoked because acts of 


ers ‘under color of law and authority, deprived plaintiff 


| 
! 
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ments I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV to the United States Constitution. 
III -B 
Plaintiss coas hereby incorporate and accent oy referonca, 
all aliogations set forth in JURISDICTION! lnacge 2): PMtle 25 of 


a. 


ORIGINAL 
of the privileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by Amend- 
ue Tnitod States Cede, Sections 1243 and 1346(>); Title 42 of 
the United States Code, Secticn 1931 at seq.; amencnents I, ry, 
V. Vi, Vit, and alV to the Constitution of the Mnited Statas. 
III -c 

Dlaintisé ceoa neraby incexperata and adept by roferonce, 

all allagations set forth in all causes of action herein, herein~ 


after and heraiabofcre complained of, fer deprivaticns of orivi- 


leges amd imonities under color of mathority anid mretensa of lay. 
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done against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and 


19 lout cause or provocation, in negligent acts or ommissions to acts 


causing olaintifi's injuries. 
Ronald Reagan-2930 
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5 Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the 
6 j}amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED 
7 | STATES is a party. 
8 V 
9 Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
10 | fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
11 ||therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
12 ||tilous names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff). 
13 vi 
14 Fach of the acts and conspiracies herein complained of in sub 
15 |lparagraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 
16 ||\before, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 
17 }defendant, its agents, employees or servants. 
13 Vil 
19 Each of said acts and conspiracies were done against plain- 
29 |tife by defendant, its agents, employees or servants, acting unde 
1 the sole and exclusive management and control of defendant, and 
a> Win eee course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 
23 employees and servants. 
24 Vill 
25 Each of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma- 
26 || liciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 

| 

| 

| 


| 
servants, under the color of authority and pretense of law, with- | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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JoL Less 
i. That on August 22, 1975, defendant agents, employees, 
anc Servents, FaocRAL PROTECT IVS S2enViCa anc. Orr iCers ChastTALIN. 


and CLEMONS, LUY SECURITY SERVICE and CFrICERS SMITH AND GREER, 


i-- 


attacked, beat, restrainec, imorisoned, nandcuffed, strangled 


Deen ke oc ene 2CSt. OE2 ice: 
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Aovil19/24,1974, May 3 and 4, 1974, November 5, 
1975, June 4, 1977, Fesruary 25, 1978, defencant agents, employ- 
ees, and eervants sabotaged slaintiff's business equipment in 


OVS fo Maia Oo 5211 Slesntice, 


= 


3. That on August 26, 1973, cefencant agents, employees , 
anc servants, FTEDSRAL BUREAU OF TNVESTIGATION, DIRECTOR CLARENCE 
M, KELLEY, in conspiracy with cezfencdant AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRADH (ATT) AND PACISIC TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH (PTT), agents 
emplovees and servants, caused illegal wiretap to be placed on 
claintiff's susiness telephone and threatened to maim or attempt 
+o Kill plaintiff when olaintiff demandec illegal wiretap ke re- 
moved. 

4. On 1973: 2/9,13;3/12-15:7/13;8/30,31;9/4,24:11/20; 1974; 
1/10,16;2/7,28;5/8,14;11/14,8;12/6,7; 1975; 1/15;2/4,5,8,9,11; 
4/21,22:7/8;:9/9; 1976: 1/19,for examples, defendants FBI and ATT 
caused plaintiff's business telephone to "ring" incessantly. 

5. On September 30, 1972, cefendant agents, employees, and 


servants, FBI, DIRECTOR L, PATRICK GRAY, trespassed assaulted, 


6. on Cetober 4, 1972, Gefendants agents, employees, and 


“ 


vo = ~ - Ae - + mm s an 
=r anc DIRECTOR L, PATRICH GRAY, assausted and restra.l 


ec DIGiSeL eo 2m ene (Pose Ol ice, iend' City nail: 
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Vane; 2B, DIRECTOR CLARENCE KeLLoy, 1m COnSbdiracy witnm Gcetancent 
SAGRAAMENIO: MUTLCIPAL UTILITY BPISTRICO (SMUD), ecgent,. emolovee coc: 
servant who threatened to beat slaintifé, 

9. On August 27, 1976 defendants, agents, employees and ser- 
vants, FBI, DIRECTOR KELLEY and SMUD, violently assaulted and 

1] || threatened plaintiff in furtherance of the conspiracy against 
12 || plaintiff; retaliation for filing this lawsuit. | 
13 10. On May 22, 1973, defendants, agents,employees and ser- 
l4 | vants, FBI and DIRECTOR RUCKELSHAUS, published a false, preju- 


dicial and libelous letter concerning plaintiff and plaintiff's 


business. 


Jl. On or about 1971 to present, defendants, agents, employ- 
ees and servants, UNITED STATES ARMY, in conspiracy with WINCHES- 


TER ARMS/OLIN CORPORATION, REMINGTON ARMS/DUPONT CORP., NATIONAL 





RIFLE ASSOCIATION, caused to be published verbal and written fals 


“ 


t 


1 || statements concerning the ARMY's analysis of plaintiff's United 


a2 





States Patent No. 3,543,528, "Rifle Forestock", and related tech- 


nerd ese 
24 | 12. On or about August 21, 1972, defendants, agents, employ- 
25 || ees and servants, U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL RICHARD G, KLEINDIENST, 

! 





t, agents, employees anc ser-| 


26 ,;F BL, PBI DIRECTOR GRAY, SECRET SERVICE, IACP, and others, engeiesl 


27 | ed and maliciously suppressed plaintiff's demands for Congression- 


28 jal Inquiry into said defendants criminal behavior, and each of 
29 | them, through California United States Senator Alan Cranston. 
fo 
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13. On or about October 4, 1972, defendants agents, emp loy- 
31 ees and servants, AG KLEINDIENST,FBI DIRECTOR GRAY, FBI, SECRET 


;SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed plain- 


| 
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l itiff‘s demands for investigation of said defendants criminal be- 
2 ihavior, and each of them, through H.R. HALDEMAN. 
3 14. In 1972, defendants, agents, employees and servants, U.S. 


4 |A.G. KLEINDIENST, FBI DIRECTOR GRAY, FBI, SECRET SERVICE, and 


A SS, TI 


> others, conspired and maliciously suppressed plaintiff's demands 
6 ifor Congressional Inquiry into said defendants criminal behavior, 
7 jand each of them, through the United States Senate Judiciary Com-~ 


8 limittee. 


9 15. On or about January 18, 1973, defendants, agents, employ- 
10 lees and servants, U.S.A.G. KLEINDIENST, FBI DIRECTOR GRAY, FBI, 

11 |SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed 
12 Iplaintiff's demands for Congressional Inquiry into said defendants 
13 criminal behavior, and each of them, through United States Senate 
i4 |Judiciary Committee Chairman James 0. Eastland. 

15 16. On or about April ™13, 1973, defendants, agents, employ- 
16 lees and servants, U.S.A.G. KLEINDIENST, FBI DIRECTOR GRAY,FBI, 

17 |SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed 
18 |plaintiff's demands for Department of Justice inquiry into said 

19 |Idefendants criminal acts, and each of them, through United States 
20 |Attorney General RICHARD G. KLEINDIENST. 

ZA 17. On or about April 13, 1973, defendants, agents, employ- 
22 jees and servants, U.S.A.G. KLEINDIENST, FBI DIRECTOR GRAY, FBI, 

23 |SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed 
24 |plaintiff's demands for Congressional Inquiry into said defendants 


25 lcriminal acts, and each of them, through the United States Senate 











26 (Judiciary Committee. 
a7 18. On April 28, 1973, defendants, agents, employees and ser- 
28 ivants, USAG KLEINDIENST, FBI DIRECTOR RUCKELSHAUS, FBI, SECRET | 


29 |SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed plain- 


} 
1 


30 Itife's demands for Executive Inquiry into said defendants criminal 


——— 


| 
31 |acts, and each of them, through the Office cf the President. | 
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32 | 19, On or about May 1, 1973, defendants agents, employees | 


| 
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and servants, UNITED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL, FBI AND DIRECTOR, 


to 
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SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed‘ 
plaintiff's demands for Executive Inquiry into said defendants 


criminal acts, and each of them, through the Office of the Presi- 


> ident, President RICHARD M. NIXON. 
6 20. On or about March 1, 1974, defendants,agents, employees 
and servants, U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL, FBI AND DIRECTOR KELLEY, 


SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed 
plaintiff's demands for Judicial Inquiry into said defendants 
criminal acts, and each of them, through the United States Chief 


Justice Warren E. Burger. 


12 2i. On or about April 17, 1974, defendants, agents, employees 
13 Jand servants, U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL, FBI AND DIRECTOR KELLEY, 

14 }SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed 
15 plaintiff's demands for Executive Inquiry into said defendants 

16 |}Criminal acts, and each of them, through the Office of the vice 

\7 |President, plaintiff protested attempted murder and sabotage. 

18 22. On or about May 15, 1974, defendants, agents, employees 


19 fand servants, U.S.ATTORNEY GENERAL, FBI AND DIRECTOR KELLEY, 

20 | SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed - 
41 |plaintiff's continued demands for Executive Inquiry into said de- 
22 | fendants criminal acts, and each of them, through the Office of 


23 ithe vice President, in acknowledgement of the Vice President, 


t~2 
\O 


of Principal Formal Legal Charges against RICHARD M. NIXON, U.S. 


24+ ]GERALD R. FORD, personal letter to plaintiff of May 1, 1974. 
25 23. On or about August 30, 1974, defendants; agents, employ- 
26 |ees and servants, jU .S -ATTORNEY GENERAL, FBI AND DIRECTOR KELLEY, 
27 || SECRET SERVICE, and others, and Watergate Special Prosecutor LEON 
28 || JAWORSKI, conspired and maliciously suppressed plaintiff's filing 
| 
| 
| 


| 
30 | ATTORNEY GENERAL WILLIAM B, SAXBE, and others, for failure to in- | 

| 
vestigate defendants, and each of them, criminal acts which inclu- 


—_———— 
—— 
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, ded - “criminal conspiracy; malfeasance in office; official miscon- 
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duct; dereliction of duty; criminal negligence; attempted murder; 
illegal wiretaps; threats of mayhem and assault and battery; des- 
truction of personal property; harassment and abuse; and illegal 


use of police power...", the result of which was President GERALD 


R. FORD's Pardon of RICHARD M. NIXON.immediately, through JAWORSKI, 
24. On or about September 8, 1974, defendants, agents, 





ees and servants, U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE, FBI AND FBI DIREC- 
TOR KELLEY, SECRET SERVICE, LEON JAWORSKI, Watergate Special Pro- 
secutor, and others, conspired and maliciously suppressed plain- 
tiff*s demand for Special Prosecutor inquiry into the Pardon of 
RICHARD M,. NIXON and defendants criminal acts, and each of them, 
through the Watergate Special Prosecutor LEON JAWORSKI. 

25. On or about October 9, 1974, defendants, agents, employ- 
ees and servants, U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE, FBI AND FBI DIREC- 
TOR KELLEY, SECRET SERVICE, and others, conspired and maliciously 
suppressed plaintiff's demand for Judicial and Congressional In- 
quiry into the illegal Pardon of RICHARD M, NIXON which deprived 
|plaintiff of his rights to Equal Protection and Due Process of 
Law Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of 


the United States, through the Offices of United States Chief 


Justice Warren E. Burger and United States House of Representative 


Judiciary Committee Chairman William Hungate. 


26. On or about August 23, 1973, defendant, its agents, em- 
ployees or servants, FBI and FBI DIRECTOR CLARENCE M, KELLEY, 
illegally wiretapped and illegally disrupted and discontinued 
jeraintiff's lawful business telephone conversation by the use of 

an identifying himself as "FBI Agent". 

27. Following August 22, 1975 beating, strangulation, hand- 
re false imprisonment, restraing, etc., of plaintiff by der. 
‘ie its agents, employees ae servants, ASST. U.S. ATTORNEY DONALD 


I HELLER refused to accept olaintiff's complaint for criminal acts 
| 


(7 plaintiff's capacity of “complaining witness" for the United | 
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i 28. From 1972 forward, def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 

7 ADMINISTRATION, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, STATE OF CALI- 
FORNIA, CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRA- 
MENTO, and others, connived, conspired and collaborated in polit- 
' ical federal funding blackmail to suppress plaintiff's technolo- 
gies and earn (illegal) campaign contributions.or support. 

29. On or about April 28, 1973, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFI- 
CIALS, FBI, SECRET SERVICE, and WESTERN UNION, their employees, 
agents or servants, destroyed telegraphic message of plaintiff's. 

30. on or about October 20, 1972, def. UNITED STATES ASST. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL HENRY E. PETERSEN, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
FBI, Wbeiee and slandered plaintiff in publishing of letter con- 
cerning plaintiff with false and prejudicial statements. 

The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 
Cants, and each of them, meant that defendants, and each of them, 
i were not immune from prosecution (28 USC 8$2680(h)) because defen- 
Gants, and eacn of them, were operating within scope of employmen 
and did not use due care toward plaintiff as provided in 28 USC 


82680(a) and plaintiff was injured. 
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Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 
selves with such a knowing lack of care for the rights of plain- 
tiff and others that defentant(s) were directly and proximately 
responsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 
intimidation, alarm, manace, duress, emotional distress, appre- 
hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, tresspass, libel, slan- 
der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
search and seizure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 
practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other unlaw- 
ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 


complained of. 
Ronald Reagan-2937 


XL 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so negligent and intenticnally illegal so as to create an atmos- 
phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all il- 
legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 
hereinbefore complained of, against plaintiff without appropriate 
authorities stopping the illegal acts. 
ALI 
To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen- 
dant(s), their agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 
refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 
priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 
maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 


battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emotional 


distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violatio 
of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 
and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 


gress negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 


ee eee oie SS 


duties of each of them, under color of authority and pretense of 
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jaw. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 


. a mere ee en en mee ee 


with defendants, and each of them. 
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AIIT 
Defendants, and each of them, owed plaintiff and others a’. 
duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bodi- 
ly harm or loss of property upon them, and owed plaintiff and 
others their sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from bodi- 
ly harm and property damage, and defendants, and each of them, 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 
perform that duty. | 
AIV 
Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 
of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 
negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated their 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 
the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 
to protect citizens (Cal.Const.Art.XX), under color of authority 
and pretense of law. 
AV 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 
conspiracies and humiliations of plaintiff by defendants, and 
each of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 


tiff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 


nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 
incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


XVI oe 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


ae : EL LT a SE A 
ere ne ee ee er 


pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 
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ORIGINAL 
SIXTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


i 


Plaintiff does herecv incorsorate and adoot by reference, 
all allegations set forth in Faracgraon I through VI, IURRISDIC- 
Loon (pace 2) °--Tacie 23, United Seartes Code, secs, £243,1346 (3)- 
Tite 42) United States Code, Secs, 1931 et sec.; Amendments I, 


IV,V,VI,VIIT and XIV to the Unitec States Constitution. 


Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt bv reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein complain- 


ed of for Geprivations of privileges and immunities under color 


of authrolty and pretense of law. 


Plaintifi is a citizen of the United States, and the amount 
in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, exclusive of interest 
anc costs. 

iV 

Dlaintift= coes not Knew the true names and capacities of de- 
|fendants sued herein as CCH SCES CNE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, ane 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, cy such ficti- 
jtious names for damages causec and oroximately causec to plaintiff 

V 
Defendants are; 


le Def. STATE “CF CALITCRNiA; STATS CONTROLLER ACUSTON I. 


25 |FLOURNOY, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 





| EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., MARC POCHE, 


_. 


2. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA STATE POLICE, Cadiz 
3. Def. STATEOF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. YOUNG 
4, Def. STATEOF CALIFORNIA, OFFICE OF GOVERNOR, GOVERNOR - 


er 
ER, 555 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, California. 


5S. pef. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN (Former). 


| 
\ 
| 
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licence and pattern of acts and conspiracies of de- 
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= CP? CALITORNIA, its agents, employees, and servants, 


nave caused olaintiff serious, severe, and permanent injuries: 


lL. That in 1972 defendant agents and employees, ATTORNEY 
SYPRAT EVELLE J. YOUNGER and J.C. HARRIS, threatened CLaLneLeL 
r harm and refused to investigate crimes occurring in 
California against plaintiff, in addition to the People of tne 
State of California. 
2. That on August 17, 1972, defendant agents and employees, 


ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER and ANDREW TICKVITZA, maliciously inter- 


rh 


IX 


with plaintiff's business activities and attemptec to dis- 


OM, 


ele 


~ 


credit and downgrade plaintiff in the mind of business associate. 


> 


3, Thar on April 18241974, May 3, 1974, May 4, 1974, Moven- 
ber 5, 1976, June 4, 1977, February 25, 19732, Gefendant agents, 


mployees and servants sabotaged plaintiff's business equipment 


(D 


in order to maim or Kill plaintifé. 

. That on January 23, 1974, defendant agents, employees, 
and servants, STATE CONTROLLER HOUSTON I. FLOURNOY and STATE 
POLICE, «resvassed, assaulted, and restrained plai Heiss <6. Sri= 
vate business property. 


5. That on January 23, 1976, defendant agent, employees, 
and servants, CALIFORNIA HIGHVAY PATROL, attacked and battered 


laintiff with a pursuit plane. 


ry 


6. That on February 3, 1976, defendant agents, employees, 
and servants, CALIFORNIA HIGHVAY PATROL, tracked anc stalked 
olaintiff all over the CITY OF SACRAMENTO, 

7. That on February 8, 1974, defendant agents, employees, 


ené servants, CALIFORNIA STATS POLICE and CHIEF GUY R. CATES, 


42 
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ac restrained plaintifzl in the State Capitol. 
That con September 23, 1972, cetencart agents, emp Loyees ,, 
$ te = 


ané servants, ATTORNEY GSNERAL YOUNGER and STATE POLICE, sssault- 
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ed and Bea ses DLaintiz£ in the United States Post Office. 

9. That on Sestemher 21 and 27, 1973, defendant agents, 
emptoyees,. end ss=vants, ‘CALIZCRUIA«STATE SOLICE and CHiz> CArss. 
stalxeq anc tracxec plaintiii away from state pronerty. 


13. That in July 1976, cerendant agents, emplovees, and 
servants, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., and MARC POCHE, threater: 
ea plaintiff's personal safety if plaintiff did not stopo trving 
to file charges of criminal acts in California. 

il. That on Fesruary ll, 1977, defendant agents, empolovees, 
and servants, GOVERNOR BROWN, CALIFORNIA STATS POLICE, OFFICERS 
OATES, SHERWOOD AND WESTON, retaliated against plaintiff for fil- 
ing this complaint, and in political motivation, assaulted ane 
restrained plaintiff in administrative hearinc. 

12. That on January 23, 1975, defendant agents, emplovees, 
and servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER and D.A.G. "ALEXANDER", 
refused to permit plaintifti to file charges of criminal activity 
in California, and in furtherance of theharassment of olaintifé, 
gave the fictitious name of "ALEXANDER", 

13. That on January 23, 1976, defendant, its agents, employ 
ees and servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER and GOVERNOR EDMUND G. 
BROWN, and others, refused to investigate CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PA- 
TROL attack of plaintiff by use of pursuit plane, and refused to 
accept plaintiff's filing of criminal charges as related to the 
malicious and negligent acts. 

14. That on March 23, 1973, defendant, its agents, employ 
ees and servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER AND GOVERNOR RONALD 
REAGAN, and others, refused to investigate and accept plaintiff's 
filing of criminal charges for crimes committed in California. 


15. That on or about February 5, 1974, defendant, its agents, 


eee and servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER and STATE CON~ 


31 ||TROLLER HOUSTON I. FLOURNOY, and others, refused to investigate 
32 


I 
| 
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL conspiracy with STATE CONTROLLER FLOUR- , 
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1 INOY, and accept plaintiff's filing of criminal charges for crimes 


2 


committed in California. 





3 16. On August 27, 1976, defendant, its agents, employees, 


| 


> |SMUD, violently assaulted and threatened plaintiff in furtherance . 


fo 


Me 
| 
or servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER, FBI, DIRECTOR KELLEY and 
6 }of the conspiracy against plaintiff. 

7 17. That on or about February 2, 1975, defendant, its agents 
8 jemployees or servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER and GOVERNOR E.G. 

9 | BROWN, refused to investigate and correct crimes and charges filed 
10 |lby plaintiff. 

11 18. That on or about May 5, 1975, defendant, its agents, em- 
12 |ployees or servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER and GOVERNOR EDMUND 
13 iG. BROWN, refused to investigate and correct crimes and charges 

14 |filed by plaintiff. , 

is 19. That from 1972 forward, def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 
16 || ADMINISTRATION, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, STATE OF CALIFORN 
17 | IA, CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, 
1g | and others, connived, conspired and collaborated in political 

19 | federal funding Hiecidiad 1.6 suppress plaintiff's technologies 

20 | and earn (illegal) campaign contributions.or support. 

a 20. On August 27, 1976, defendant, its agents, employees or 
servants, FBI, DIRECTOR KELLEY, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, and SMUD, it 
agent, employee or servant, violently assaulted and threatened 
plaintiff in furtherance of the Benepieaes to suppress plsintiféf 


and in retaliation for filing this lawsuit. 


21. That from 1972 forward, defendant, its agents, employ- 
ees or servants, ATTORNEY GENERAL YOUNGER, GOVERNOR BROWN, and 
others, have acted in wrongful and malicious conspiracy in cor- 
29 


rupt practices concerning campaign activities and covering up 


0 


(>) 


| said activities by wrongfully suppressing plaintiff's technolo- 
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gies in exchange for election campaign support. 
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The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 
dants, and each of them, meant that defendants, and each of them, 
were not immune from prosecution (28 USC 82680(b)) because defen- 
dants, and each of them, were operating within scope of employment 
and did not use due care toward plaintiff as provided in 28 USC 


82680(a) and plaintiff was injured. 
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Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 
|'selves with such a knowing lack of care for the rights of plain- 
"ei££ and others that defentant(s) were directly and proximately 


|responsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 





6 |}intimidation, alar;, menace, duress, emotional distress, aprre- 
7 ihension, invasion o£ privacy, wiretapping, tresspass, libel, slan- 
iGer, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
lsearch and seizure, and other violations of civil Rights, and the 

| practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other unlaw- 


ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 


complained of. 


AL 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so negligent and intenticnally illegal so as to create an atmos- 
|phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
7 lees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all il- 
| legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 
eaeetnbatere complained of, against plaintif£ without approvriate 
|autherities stepping the illegal acts. 

sit 

To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen- 
: . dant(s), their agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 
|refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 
5 hestiate defendant(s) by plaintizf. Defendant(s) instead chose to 


|maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 





7 | battery, tresvass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emotional | 
i 

23 | cistress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slancer, ac 

{ 

|of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 


| 


! 

\ 

and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in | 
{ 

; 1 

2, ,oress negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 


| é 
| Gees of aach of them, under color of authority and pretense of | 
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law. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 
with defendants, and each of them. 
XIIT 


Defendants, and each of them, owed plaintiff and others a 


duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bodi- 


ly harm or less of property upon them, and owed plaintiff and 


ly harm and property damage, and defendants, and each of them, 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 
perform that duty. | 
XIV 
Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 

of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 
negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated thei 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 


the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 


to protect citizens (Cal.Const.Art.XX), under color of authority 


and pretense of law. 
xV 


By reason or the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 


conspiracies and numiliations of plaintift by defendants, and 


jeach of tnem, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 


tiff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 
pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 
nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 
incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
AVI 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 
damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


by this court. Ronald Reagan-2945 
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others their sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from bodi- 
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SIXTY-THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
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The Court nas jurisdiction ia this matter under Title 28, 


United Staves Coce, secs: lies, 1266(5),.-2671. @tsec.,-26r -desri= 


VECLON Of Civil Silents, @ssaulcs: oy 2eceral solic 


{D 


tty 


OfetcCexs acr2ne 


juncer colcr of authority and sreterse of law, the enjoinment o£ 


| 
| anconatststional actions of state orficials, for damages under the 


tJ 


rederal Tort Claims Act: controversies to which the United States 


he 


1s @ party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 


! 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 8s. 
1982,1983,1935,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 

Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 


ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et sec. 


Tay 

Purtier;, JUuriseiction of the Court is invoked under Title 
28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this beine a suit in 
equity authorized ty law: Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1933, 
to be commenced cy any citizens of the United States or other ver 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 
under co.sor of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redcressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due process and Equal Pro 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 


|Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000,00). 
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Gefendants, uncer color of law and authority, desrived olaintifs 
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xsnlmesso Tp I7, V, Vi, Yaa, ad |S of ts Cnitod States 


4 25S 
5 Pliainiité Goes hereby incerperate and adept by rafvarence, 


Oali allogations set forth in CURESDiSring (page 2); Title 28 oz 
7 [es United State: Code, tections 1343 and 1336(b): Title 42 a2 
8 ites tmzec’ Gtaies Coca, Sechion i251 at sees Smoancoonts I, ry, 


9NV, Va, VIX, cml SV of the Comsetitution of the Uilted Stztes. 


10 Tis << 
11 Plaintis? eccos heraby incermerste and adeont by refarenca, 
12 |ali allasetionsa set forth in ail cnuses of action herein, herne 


13 |Snmacter ax hereinhefors comlaion!? of, for deprivations of 
14 |pecdvileges am] doremities under coloe of ex:tthority and oretense 
iS lef lav and negligsnec, 


ee 
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LV 


Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the 


| 
| 
| 


ee rt re _ —_ ee ee eee ee 
eee es Son em Fa 


amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED 
STATES 1s a party. 
V 
Plaintiff dees not know the true names and capacities of de- | 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
VI 
Each of the acts and conspiracies herein complained of in sub 
paragraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 
berore, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 
defendant, ilts acents, employees or servants. 
Vie 
Each of said acts and conspiracies were done against pvlain- 
tiff py defendant, its agents, employees or servants, acting wale 
the sole and exclusive management and control of defendant, and 


in the course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 


VIII 
Each of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma- 


liciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 





| 
employees and servants. 
| 


idcne against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and 


servants, under the color of authority and pretense of law, with-. 


oa ee a 


Tout cause or provecation, in negligent acts or ommissions to acts 


Ronald Reagan-2948 
- 194 - 


i et ne 
lt 


ee ee ee oe 


Ronald Reagan-2949 


1 IX 


nw 


The negligence and patternof acts and conspiracies of de- | 
3 fendant COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, its agents, employees, and servants, 
4i\have caused plaintiff serious, severe, and permanent injuries: 

5 1. That in February 1974, defendant, its agents, employees 

6 lor servants, SACRAMENTO COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT, refused to 

7 \\investigate or lift the law enforcement conspiracy imposed wrong- 
8} fully on plaintiff. 

9 2. That on or about May 1, 1975, defendant, its agents, em- 
10 || ployees or servants, SACRAMENTO COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT and 

11 | SHERIFF DUANE LOWE and INSPECTOR ROBERT BLYTHE, refused to inves- 
12 | tigate plaintiff's filing of criminal charges with SACRAMENTO 

13 | SHERIFF'S INSPECTOR BLYTHE; choosing instead to act as though 

14 || SHERIFF'S INSPECTOR ROBERT BLYTHE never was employed by the SAC~- 
15 || RAMENTO SHERIFES DEPARTMENT: choosing instead to negligently and 
16 | wrongfully fail to act as the top law enforcement agency in the 

17 || COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, the CITY OF SACRAMENTO POLICE DEPARTMENT 

1g | having negligently and wantonly failed in its duties of law en- 


19 forcement in SACRAMENTO. 


20 3, That on or about April 29, 1976, defendant, its agents, 
21||employees or servants, DISTRICT ATTORNEY JOHN PRICE, and others 

22 ||lrefused to investigate crimes committed in SACRAMENTO COUNTY by 

23 || officials of SACRAMENTO COUNTY. 

24 4. That on or about August 22, 1975, defendant, its agents, 
25 |) employees or servants: SACRAMENTO SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT and SHERIFF 
26 || DUANE LOWE, refused to investigate the attack, beating, false 

27 || arrest, false imprisonment, strangulation and nandcuffing of plai 
2g ||) tiff in the Post Office. 

29 5S. From 1972 forward, defs. LEAA, NIXON ADMINISTRATION, CITY 


390 || AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CITY AND COUNTY 


| 


| 

31 OF SACRAMENTO, and others, connived, conspired, collaborated in 
: 
| 


32 | political and federal funding blackmail to suppress plaintiff's 


=% 
* 


25 an 
Te ¢t 


\| 






The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 
ants, and Bech of them, meant that defendants, and each of them, 
ere not immune from prosecution (28 USC 82680(h)) cecause defen- 
ants, and each of them, were operating within scope of employ- 
ent and did not use due care toward plaintiff as provided in 


28 usc $2680(a) and plaintiff was injured. 


10 
11 


12 
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x 
Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 
selves with such a knewing lack of care for the rights of plain- 
tifi and others that defentant(s) were directly and proximately 
ressonsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 


intimidation, alarp, menéce, duress, emotional distress, appre- 


der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
search and seizure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 
practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other unlaw- 
ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 


complained of. 


XI 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so negligent and intentionally illegal so as to create an atmos- 


phere permitting other law enfcrcement officials, agents, employ- 


ees and servants, federal, state, ccunty, and city, to do all il- 
| Y 


legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 


|hereinbeicre complained cf, acainst plaintift without appropriate 


| authorities stopping the illegal acts. 


Ait 
To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen- 
dant(s), their_agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 
refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 
priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 


maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 


| battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emotional 


of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 
and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 
' gross negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 


| Auties of each of them, under color of authcrity and pretense of 
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hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, tresspass, libel, slan-. 


distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violation 
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| aw. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 
with defencants, and each of them. 


ALT. 


SA a a Ye = 


Defendants, and each of them, cwed vlaintiff and others a 
j;Guty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bodi- 
iy harm or loss of property upon them, and owed plaintiff and | 
others their sworn duty to protect slaintif= and others from oe 
ly harm and vroperty damage, and defendants, and each of then, | 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 
perform that duty. | 

ALV 

Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 

of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 
negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated thei 
sworn oaths of:'office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 
the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 
to protect citizens (Cal.Const.Art.XX), under color of authority 
and pretense of law. 

AV 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 


| conspiracies and numiliations of plaintiff ry defendants, and 
each of tnem, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 
Wti££ to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 
pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 
imature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 
incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 

XVI 


WHERETORE, plaintii£f demancs judgment against defendants, 


land each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 


|shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 


ee 


damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


by this Court. Ronald Reagan-2952 
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i 
SIXTY-FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
| 
| 
| 


under color of authority and sretense of law, the enjoinment of 
UNCONScLtutional actions of abate officials, for damages under thei 
Fecerai Tort Claims Act: controversies to wnicnh the United States 
is a party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 Unitec States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly ss. 
19382,1983,1985,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 

Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 13231 et sec. 


Ronald Reagan-2953 
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rs} 
3 


Wrtrer, TUrisciction Of the Court 25 invoked under Title 


j 


23: Lite 


C 
o, 


States Code, Secs. i331 and 1342, this being a suit in 


ecuity autherizec sy law; Titles 42, Unitec States Cede, Sec. 1993, 


Cy 


to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per- 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to recress the deprivation 
undex color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useace 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 

| 
leces, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 


cnr ee, 


ITI-A | 

Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoxed recause acts of 

t 

\ Gafenéants, under color of law and authority, deprived plaintifc | 
of the privileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by Amend- |: 
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ments I,IV,V,VI,VII, and XIV, of the United States Constitution. 


III = 
Piaincics does herobpy lacermrate aml adest by reiccome, 


Qi] alleget.o;:s set farth in JUMSSITwa (page 2}: Pitie 23 cz 
the tnitod States cade, Section 1245 omi 2MGib); Title 42 of 
the United states Code, Saction iOS. et sag.; Acwurnments Z, iv, 
¥V, Vi, ¥Vi3, 233 SI? co the tomtltution of the Talited Stat 

III .c 
Plaintizc does hesaby incaomporstsa awd adoge: by rorarancs, 
all 2liesoticos sot forth ia all cansns of acticn herein, herein- 
actor amd beroaintectore comiaines cf, foy ¢eprivetions of privi- 


lages and iso:niticos under coice of asthority and pretence of im. 
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(causing plaintiff's injuries. 
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ORIGINAL |, 
| 
IV | 

Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the | 
| 


amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED 


STATES iS a party. 
V 
Plaintifi does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JouN BOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tlous names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
VI 
Each of the acts and conspiracies herein comolained of in sub 
paragraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 


before, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 


jdefendant, its agents, employees or servants. 


Vis 


ch of saic acts anc conspiracies were done against plain- 


re 
tise cy defendant, its agents, employees or servants, acting under 
| the sole and exclusive management and control of defendant, and 
"in the course of their amo toument with defendant, its agents, 


employees and servants. 


ViIiIt 
Facn of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma- 


liciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 


idone against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and 
| | 
i servants, under the color of authority and pretense of law, with- 

| 


jout cause or provecation, in negligent acts or ommissions to acts 
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Tne neclicence and sattern of acts anc consdlracies of de- 
renaant CITY OF SACRAMENTO, Lts agents, employees, and servants, 
, and permanent injuries: 

i, That throughout the summer of 1973, and excecially Janu- 
ary 23, i974 and Hay 3, 1974, defendant adents, emplovees or ser- 
Vents, UNteormec Sclice Officers in -cecaled vehicles ce tye: City 
OF onCRaia2O ane SACRAMENTO 2CLICs -DEPARTiIEaT,. weongrully ‘crackec 
and followed plaintiff throuchout the streets of Sacramento. 


Ze JIncozsoreting sus-veracranh 1. above, SACRAMENTO POLIC 


LJ 


wie 


DEPARTMENS CFLFICERS Followed plaintirs £Eor blocks ata time, and 


On -ClLvGWwL CL cus “2OuUtSGs;. Jin -1975 <ane 2976, eseecial iy Viet 5)-2975> 


om “et ge Oe ee ee 


Se2l.eo: SLaincics, esnpectel.y-Ceco cer 3; 2974, all. over eerales 


a 


" - . = ~ * bed —_ 
« ~MeGOeoGrstine sur=savecreruns Isc. 2bove, cetencas 


e - @ a ~~ 


~~ os + de ‘ - ao 
Glo ray. BaD Loves. co Sesverncy Aces Coley Oe is 


—-— 


4 


Cea La POLICE 
Che lCan tn -Cegeles vehicle attenotec- +o an slaistit=’s téecally 
parkec business vehicle on February 10, 1976. 

6. That on July 25, 1972, defendant, its agents, employees 
or servants, SACRAMENTO CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT and CHIEF WILLIAM 


J. KINNEY, and others, libeled and slandered plaintiff with false 


information concerning plaintiff's business. 
7, That on August 22, 1975, defendant, its agents, employees 
and servants, SACRAMENTO CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT and CHIEF WILLIAM 


| 
! 


J, KINNEY, and others, refused to investigate the attack, beating 


false arrest, false imprisonment, strangulation and handcuffing 
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i ne 


1 |}o£f plaintiff in the Post Office. 


2 8. That on March 16, 1976, defendant, its agents, employees 


2 


or servants, SACRAMENTO CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT and CHIEF OF POLICE 


4 |WILLIAM J, KINNEY, refused to investigate crimes committed in Sac- 


ta 


ramento and personally filed before KINNZY by plaintiff BRONSON. 

6 9. That on September 27, 1973, defendant, its agents, employ 
7 |ees or servants, CITY OF SACRAMENTO, POLICE DEPARTMENT and CHIEF 

8 | KINNEY, uniformed officer assaulted plaintiff with epeicial po- 

g ||} Lice vehicle. | 

10 10. That on October 15, 1974, defendant, its agents, employ- 
11 }ees Or servants, CITY OF SACRAMENTO, POLICE DEPARTMENT and CHIEF 
12 || KINNEY, uniformed officer assaulted plaintiff with official po- 


13 || lice vehicle. 


14 ll. That on May 5, 1975, aetedsank: its agents, employees or 
15 | servant, CITY OF SACRAMENTO, OFFICE OF THE MAYOR, refused to in-~ 
16 || vestigate and order stcpped all conspiracies, assults and other 
17 | illegal acts by CITY OF SACRAMENTO agents, employees or servants. 
18 12. That on April 30, 1976, defendant, its agents, employ- 
19 | ees or servants, CITY OF SACRAMENTO, OFFICE OF THE MAYOR, refused 
20 || to investigate and order stopped all continuing conspiracies, 
21|}assaults and other illegal acts against plaintiff by def. CITY OF 


22 | SACRAMENTO agents, employees or servants. 


23 13. That from 1972 forward, def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 
24 || ADMINISTRATION, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, STATE OF CALI- 

2) || FORNIA, CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRA- 
26 || MENTO, and others, connived, conspired and collaborated in polit- 
27 || ical federal funding blackmail to suppress plaintiff's technolo- 
28 | gies and earn (illegal) campaign contributions.or support. 


29 | The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by cefen- 


tH 
{ 


20 Gants, and each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune 
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plaintiff as provided in 28USC82680(a) and plaintiff was injured. 
| x 
Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 
selves with such a knowing lack of care for the rights of plain- 
e1iff anc others that defentant(s) were directly and proximately 
responsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 


intimidation, alarm, menace, duress, emotional distress, apore- 


der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
search and seizure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 
practice of fraud and deceit upon olaintiff, and all other unlaw- 
ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 


complained of. 


AL 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so negligent and intenticnally illegal so as to create an atmos- 
phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all il- 


legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 


| hereinbefore complained of, against plaintiii without appropriate 


authorities stopping the illegal acts. 
AIL 

To Plaintiffé's knowledge, information and belief, dcefen- 
dant(s), theiz agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 
refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 
priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 
maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 
battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emotional 
distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violatio 


of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 


| and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 


gress negligence or wWilifzul or wanton disrecard to the sworn 


Guties of each of them, under color of authority and pretense of 
-Regald Reagan-2958 


hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, txresspass, libel, slan- 


| 
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law. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 
with defendants, and each of them. 

XIII 
Defendants, and each of them, cwed plaintiff and others a 


4 | duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bodi- 


ta 


ly harm or loss of property upon them, and owed plaintiff and 





6 |others their sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from bodi-' 

7 | ly harm and property damage, and defendants, and each of them, 

8 jintentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 

9 Scaiadiies that duty. | 

0 XIV 

l Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 

2 |of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 

3 |[negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated the 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 

5 ithe United States and the Constitution of the State of California 

6 ||to protect citizens (Cal.Const.Art.xXX), under color of authority 

7 |and pretense of law. 

8 XV 

9 | By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 


| conspiracies and humiliations of plaintifit by defendants, and 


21 jeach of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 


tiff to sufter extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 


oe 

23 |pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 

24 |nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 

2§ | incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 

26 XVI 

27 WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 

23 |and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which , 
29 | shai be proved at trial, and for RamEmAneNers and punitive 






damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 
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SIXTY-~FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


£ 
ne COULTE Nas Jurisciccacn in. Chis matter uncer. Title: 23, 


United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 eatsec., for depri- 


Ee A En rm Yr mr OO a hacen St Os 


vation of civil rights, assaults by federal volice officers actin 
under cclor of authority and soretense of law, the enioinment of 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under th 
Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
is a@ party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et segq., particularly ss: 
1982,1983,1985,1936, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 
Due Precess and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et sec. 


= PS Se  -e  regg -ee  P -Pe e  — SP Pr FOr SS 


Ta 
Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 
28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
ecuity authorized cy law: Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1933 


to be commenced cy any citizens of the United States or other ver 


son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 
under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
fe a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 
| IIT 


 acacabiacaal under color of law and authority, deprived plaintiff 
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os £nO priviseges ond immmanltiae qooranteed to plaintifs cy 
Ascensaento 3, 27. V, VI, Fat, Gal LY of ths Ceited Stetss 
COs Leste 

Im =a 
Plaintif< coes haredy iceorsoarate ary? acoso by raovermeo, 
ali alisgations cet forth in GURTSETO TIC (mecs 2); Title 23 of 
te Cait) States Code, Seetions 2533 and 1355(5);- Mla 42 cf 
tne Gaited Sistes Coacde, Saockio: 21361 at see? Amormiomts I, xy, 
Vp V2, Vit, und ary o2 tha Comstiintion of the United Stztes. 
Zak oe 
Plaintizs dess heweby incorpoxvcte and acest by reference, 
all aliesstions set forth im all caus of action horein, hers 
inarieces and hereinbefsee eremloioond cé, fox Somrivaticas o2 
eivilese:s as ioomnitios umier colom of authority and? protean 
of lav and meslis ° 
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LV 


Plaintifi BRONSON is a citizen of the United states, and the 


amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED 


7 {STATES is a party. 


8 | V 
9 : Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
10 ||fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 





therefore sues these defendants, and each of then, by such ficti- 
12 letieus names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 
v2 
| Each of the acts and conspiracies herein complained of in s 


1} jparagraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 


16 | before, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 








17 |defendant, its agents, employees or servants. 

18 | VII 

19 | Facn of Said acts and conspiracies were done against vlain- 
20 lease by cefendant, its agents, employees or servants, acting under 


| | 
21 |the sole and exclusive management and control of defendant, and 
! | 





22 | in the course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 

23 | employees and servants. } 

24 Viti 

05, Fach of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma- | 

26 | iciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently : 
| : 


Z 

done against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and : 
es eeeaeiea:, under the color of authority and pretense of law, with- | 
29 Jou cause or provccation, in negligent acts or ommissions to acts | 


causing plaintiff's injuries. | 
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| fendants CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, their agents, employees 





l 
1 
| 
LS 
The negligence and pattern of acts and conspiracies of de- 
| 
| 








1. That from 1972 forward, def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 





ADMINISTRATION, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, STATE OF CALI- 
FORNIA, CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CITY AND COUNTY OF SAC- 
RAMENTO, and others, connived, conspired and collaborated in 
political federal funding blackmail to suppress plaintiff's tech- 
nologies and earn (illegal) campaign contributions or support. 

2. That on or about May 15, 1975, def. CITY OF LOS ANGELES, 
MAYOR THOMAS BRADLEY, refused to investigate conspiracies and 


federal funding blackmail in LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT, 


— 


3. That in return for not implementing plaintiff's law en- 
forcement technologies and new lifesaving applications, LOS 
ANGELES COUNTY, SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT, SHERIFF PETER PITCHESS, was 

| seriously considered by the NIXON ADMINISTRATION for Director of 


the FBI. 


4. That on or about February 4, 1975, defendant COUNTY OF 
LOS ANGELES, DISTRICT ATTORNEY, refused tc investigate plaintiff’ 
filing of criminal conspiracy charges and permitted the conspir- 


acies to continue against plaintiff. 


The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 
ants, and each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune 
rom prosecution (2SUSCs2630(b)) because defendant(s) were opera- 
ing within scope of employment and did not use due care toward : 


laintiff as provided in 28 USC 82680(a) and plaintiff was injured.| 
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ORIGINAL : 
‘ 


Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 


| 
selves with such a knowing lack cf care for the rights of plain- 
Wtiff and others that cefentant(s) were directly and proximately 
|ressonsiple for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 
intimidation, alarm, menace, duress, emotional distress, appre- 
hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, tresspass, libel, slan- 
der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, eres 
isearch and seizure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 
practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other unlaw- 


ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 


complained of. 


at 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so negligent and intenticnally illegal so as to create an atmos- 
phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all il- 
| legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 
| hereinbefore complained of, against solaintifi without apvorovriate 
|; authorities stopping the illegal acts. 
Au 
To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen- 
dant(s), their agents, employees or servants, consplratorially 
refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 


priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 
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| maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 
| battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emoticnal 
distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violation 


| of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 





jand@ search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 


ee 


| . 
31 | gress negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 
nties of each of shen, under color of authority anc pretense of 
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ORIGINAL 


| faw. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 


with defendants, and each of them. 
ALI2 


Defendants, and each of them, cwed plaintiff and others a 


duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bodi- 


ly harm or less of proverty upcen them, and owed plaintiff ane 


ly harm and prererty damage, and defendants, and each of them, 


jJintentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 


perform that duty. 
AIV 


Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 


of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 


; 
4 


| 
| 
| 


‘ 


jothers their sworn duty to pretect olaintizf and others from bodi- 


| 


negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated their 


sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 


to protect citizens (CalsConst.Art.xX), under color of authority 


jand pretense of law. 


XV 


By reason of the wrongful, intentional, anc malicious acts, 
|conspiracies and humiliations of plaintifr Sy defencants, and 
leach of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 


|*iff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 


pain, and injury in mind and bedy and earning capacity, the 


jnature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 


| incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


AVI 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against cefencants, 


and each of them, che nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 


|damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


by this Court. Ronald Reagan-2965 
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jundexr color of 


ltection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 


Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked secause acts 
| @efenéants, under color of law and authority, deorived plaintitr 
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SIXTY-SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
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VACLION Of Civil Tights, assaults sy Eecera. volice o aCtinG 


} | 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damaces under thel 


redera!l Tort Claims Act: controversies to wnich the United States 


LS: a Dartyvy, Unitee States Const1cution,. Article Tit; Section. 2s 


} 
i~ 
ct 
'— 
(D. 
> 
nw 


United States Cede Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 8s58-: 


4 
‘oO 
68) 
th) 


,1993,19385,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTE, and SIXTH Amencments, and the 
Due Process and Ecual Protecticn Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 


ment to the Unized States Constitution, Title 23, United States 


Coce, Secs. 1231 et sea. 


Further, Jurisdiction of the Court is invokec uncer Title 


28, United States Code, Secs. 1221 and 1343, this being a suit 


Ito be commenced bv anv citizens cf the United States or other per- 


ison within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deorivation 


Ww) 


tatute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 


4of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 


{ 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
j leces, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 

| 


|secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro- 


9 


Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 


re 


and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.09). 


—a 


LiL 


O 
SPT ee 


—_— -_— - -_—— 
—_—_ ———e aoe 


i Ronald Reagan-2966 





ORIGINAL 
of the privileges and immunities quaranteed to plaintiff by 
Amendments I, IV, V, VI, VII, and XIV of the United States 
Constiiution. | 

IIT <5 
Plaintif= does hereby -incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 23 of 
the United States Code, Sections 1343 and 1345 (b); Title 42 of 
the United States Code, Section 1931 -et seq.; Amendments I, Iv, 
V, VI, VII, and XIV of the Constitution of the United States. 
| III -c 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, here~- 
inafter and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of 
privileges and immunities under color of authority and pretense 


of law and negligence. 
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ry | 
Plaintiis BRONSC’ is a citizen of the United states, and the | 


! 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
! | | 
Janount mn contrcversy exceecs Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED 
| | 
| 





ore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


V 
| Plaintiz= dces not know the true names and capacities of de~ 
|fencants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH OME HUNDRED, and 
| 
ee 
| 


as 
(D 
Hy 


2 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to DIAINCLEs: 





4 VI 

Each of the acts anc conspiracies herein complained of in sub 
paragraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 
before, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 


celendcant, its acents, employees or servants. 
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anc conspiracies were done against plain- 
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agents, employees or servants, acting under} 


in the course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 


empuiovees and servants. 


| 

the sole anc exciusive management and control of defendant, and 

| 
VilIi 


Zach of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma- 


i+ icicusly, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 
| 

| igs i : ; 

‘done against plaintifé by defendant, its agents, employees and 

| 

| 

| 


sexvants, uncer the color of authority and pretense of law, with- |. 


| . a e 
Out cause or prevecation, in negligent acts or ommissicns to acts 


th 
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| 
Tne negligence and pattern of acts and conspiracies of de- 


| 

| 

| 

IX 

| fendant SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT (SMUD), its agents, 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


rn or servants, have caused plaintiff serious, severe and 
| Permanent injuries: 

1. That beginning on or about 1972, defendants connived, 
conspired and collaborated in political federal funding blackmail 


to suppress plaintiff's technologies and earn (illegal) campaicn 





GOntributioens: or’ Support. 


2. That on August 27, 1976, defendant, its agents, employ- 


ees or servants, FBI, DIRECTOR CLARENCE KELLEY, and others, in 
conspiracy, violently assaulted and threatened plaintiff in fur- 


therance of the conspirecy against plaintiff in retaliation for 


filing this lawsuit. 





The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 


dants, and each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune 


ating within scope of employment and did not use due care toward 


Dlaintiff as provided in 28 usc 82680(a) and plaintiff was 


injured. 


vo 
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Wt2i= and others that defentant(s) were dizectly and vcroximately 


iresponsilble for the campaicn conducted against plaintiff of fear, 
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ORIGINAL 
A 
Derendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 


Selves with such a knewing lack of care for the rishts of plain- 


intimidation, alarqm, menace, Curess, emotional distress, appre- 


ee mr eT EA RR me we ree et 


j ¢ * . - a ' . . | 
hension, invasion of privacy, wizretapving, tresspass, libel, slan- 


der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
search anc seizure, and cther violations of Civil Rights, and the 
practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other unlaw- 
ful acts undez color of authority and pretense of law herein 


complained of. 


2G 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so negligent and intenticnally illegal so as to create an atmos- 
phere vermitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 


ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do ali il- 


| lecal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 
| hereinbefore complained of, acainst olaintiszi= without apsropriate 


jautherities stopping the illegal acts. 


|\dant(s), their agents, emplcyvees or servants, conspiratorially 


refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 


| priate Gefendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 


|maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 


7 |battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, curess, alarm, emotional 





| distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, vViolatic 


| 
AIL 
To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, deren- 
! 
n 


loz Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping J 


and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained So4 27 
stress negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 


Cuties cf eacn of them, under color of authority and pretense of 
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| 
wlth defendants, and each cf them. . | 
Kara 
Defendants, and eacn of them, cwed plaintiff. and others a | 
| 
{duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bodi- 
1 
ly harm or loss of property upon them, and cwed plainti#=£ and | 
;otners their sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from tas 
: | 
: Bf sates 
ly harm and sroverty damage, and defendants, and each of then, 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 
perform that dutv. 
AIV 
Defendant(s), its agents, emplovees and servants, and each 


“A 


“nem, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 


rh 


iO 
inegligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated theic 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defenc the Constitution of 
the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 
io protect citizens (Cal,Const.Art.XX), under color of authority 
jand pretense of law. 

XV 
By reason c= the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 
| conspiracies and numiliaticns of plaintiz= by defendants, and 
;@acnh of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 
tiff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 
| pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 
nature and extent of which shali be proved at trial, and as 


| incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


a eG ay a Le GS 


AVI 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


(and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 





-7 | shail be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 


\damases, and for such other relief as is deemed just and prover 
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|son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the ceorivation 


Junder color of statute, ordinance, requlation, custom or useage 


tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 


jand costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,900.00). 
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SIXTY-SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
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jrecera. Tort Claims Act: controversies to which the United States 
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£9$2,1983,1905,1936, intexzference with Civil Rights» redress for 
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violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amen@ments, and the 


Due Process and Equal Protecticn Clauses of the TOURTEENTH Amend- 
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=O he commenced by any citizens of the United States or other oer 
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of a State of rights, privileses, and immunities secured by the 


Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 


secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal pro 
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Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
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ORIGINAL 
O- the privileges and imaunitios quarantced to plaintic# by 
nts =, iv, V, VI, Vit, and [fv of tha Mnited States 
Congcicutcon. 
Ell 3 
Plaintics doag hereby :incernerate and adopt by roferonce, 
ali allegations set forth in JORISDICTICN (mace 2); Title 23 of 
che United Statas Code, Soetions 1543 anit 1246(b); Pitle 42 of 
the United Sctates Cale, Section 1932 set saq.; Amancments I, I, 
Ve, VI, Vit, ax? ATY of tha Constitution of the tMmited States, 
XIrt -< 
Plainticy dces hereby incorporate and adept by referenca, 
ali allegations sat forth in all couses of action heroin, here- 
inafiter and hercinmbefore complained of, for cerrivaticns of 
privileges am] immimities undor colcr of authority and pretonse 


of lav and negligence. 
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ORIGINAL ! 
IV ! 
t BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the | 
enount 2n controversy exceecs Ten Thousand Dollars, and the nial 
STATES is @ party. 
V 
Plaintiff coes not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 


tnerefore sues these cefendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to Olainec2£2 


VI 
Each of the acts and conspiracies herein complained of in sub 
paragraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 
before, as causing the injuries anc damages to plaintiff by the 
Gefendant, its agents, employees or servants. 

Vist 


zach of said acts and consviracies were done against plain- | 


C= 


th 


by defendant, its agents, emplovees or servants, acting und 
the sole and exciusive management and control of defendant, and 
in the course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 


employees and servants. 


Vil 
pach of said acts and conspiricies and things cone were ma- 


9 * 


liciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 


re er a le 
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Gone against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and 


|sexvants, under the color of authority and pretense of law, a | 


: 
ecausincog olaincite"s injuries. 
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IX 
The negligence and pattern of acts and conspiracies of de- 
fendants AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH and PACIFIC TELEPHONE 
COMPANY DIVISION, their agents, employees or servants, have 
caused plaintiff serious, severe and permanent injuries: 
1. That beginning on or about 1972, defendants, their agents, 


employees or servants, have conspired, connived, and collaborated 


with defs. FBI, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, and others, and maintained 
illegal wiretaps (warrantless searches) on plaintiff's business 
telephone and hame iilegally monitored, recorded, or other, each 
business telephone conversation of plaintiff's, removing from 
plaintiff unrestricted lawful use of business telephone. 

2. That on August 26, 1973, defendants, their agents, em- 
ployees or servants, assaulted plaintiff, threatened mayhem and 
permanent bodily damage, and refused to remove illegal wiretap. 

3. That beginning on or about 1972, defendants, their em- 
ployees, agents or servants, have conspired, connived, and col- 
laborated with defs. FBI, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, and others, and 
have deliberately caused plaintiff's business telephone to “ring" 
incessantly and “malfunction”. 

4. That from 1972 forward, def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, STATE OF CALIFORn 
IA, CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRAMEN- 
TO; ATT/PTT, and others, connived, conspired and collaborated in 
political federal funding blackmail to suppress plaintiff's tech- 


nologies and earn (illegal) campaign contributions or support. 
The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 
dants, and each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune 
fror eeoueaution (28 USC 82680(b)) because defendant(s) were oper 
ating within scope of employment and did not use due care toward 
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PA urec. 
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| 


| 
| ORIGINAL 3 
1 xX : 
2 Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 

3 |selves with such a knewing lack of care for the rights of plain- 

4 tiff and others that defentant(s) were directly and proximately 

3 ||responsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 
6 | intimidation, alarm, menace, duress, emotional distress, appre- 

7 |hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, tresspass, libel, saad 
8 jder, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 

9 |Search and selzure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 
10 || practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other anew 
11 |} ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 

12 ||}complained of. 

13 XI 

14 Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 

15 iso negligent and intentionally illegal so as to create an atmos- 

16 phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
l7 }ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all ae 
18 |} legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and | 


19 | hereinbefore complained of, against plaintiff without appropriate 


op yeuRncEtetes stopping the illegal acts. 
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22 To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen-~ 

23 | @ant(s), their.agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 

24 | refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 
25 || priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 
26 |maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, | 
27 | battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emotional | 
28 || distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violation 





a of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 
| 

30 | and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 

31 gross negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 


32 || duties of each of them, under color of authority and pretense of 
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ORIGINAL 






law. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 
with defendants, and each of them. 
AIII 

Defendants, and each of them, owed plaintiff and others a 


duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bedi- 






ly harm or loss of property upon them, and owed plaintiff and 
others tneir sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from bodi- 
ty harm and property damage, and defendants, and each of them, 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently consvired to not 
perform that duty. . 
XIV 
Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 
of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 
negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated thei 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 
the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 
to protect citizens (Cal.Cconst.Art.XX), under color of authority 
and pretense of law. 
AV 

By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 
Sarsnicacies and humiliations of plaintiff by defendants, and 
each of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- 
tiff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 
pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 
nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 
incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


AVI 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, | 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which | 
|shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 
| | 
|'damages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper | 
: | 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
\ 





| by this Court. 
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| 
SIXTY-EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
The Court has*jurisdiction in this matter under Title 28, 


N 


United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 etsec., for depri- 
vation of civil rights, assaults by federal colice officers actsns 
uncer color of authority and pretense of law, the enjoinment of 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under the 
Federal Tort Claims Act; controversies to which the United States 
is a party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly ss: 
1982,1983,19385,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 

Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTY Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1331 et seq. 


Il 
Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 

28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
equity authorized ty law; Title 42, United States Cede, Sec. 1983,} 
to be commenced by any citizens of the United States or other per 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the deprivation 
under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or usease 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed are those 
secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 
tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest 
and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00). 

III 


Further, jurisdiction of tne Court is invoked because acts © 


Ou 


efendants, under color of law and authority, deprived plaintiff 
Ronald Reagan-2978 
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ORIGINAL 
of the privileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintif£ oy 
Anencments I, IV, V, VI, VII, and XIv of the United States 
Constitiwticn. 

me III -5 
Plaintiff does hereby -incerporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION {mage 2}; Title 28 of 
the United States Code, Sections 1343 and 1343(b): Title 42 of 
the Unite@ States Code, Section 1981 -et saq.; Amendments I, IV, 
V, VI, VII, and EIV of the Constitution of the United States, 
LIZ << 
Dlaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt ky | reference, 
all allagations set forth in all causes of action herein, hera~- 
inafter and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of 
privileges and immunities under color of authority and pretense 
of lav and negligence. 
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LV 


Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the 





amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNIT: 


f 


| 
STATES is a party. 


V 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti-~ 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintifé£.. 


Vi 


Each of the acts and conspiracies herein complained of in sub 
paragraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 
before, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 
defendant, its agents, employees or servants. 

Vit 

Fach of said acts and conspiracies were done against plain- 
tiff by defendant, its agents, employees or servants, acting und 
the sole and exclusive management and control of defendant, and 
in the course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 
employees and servants. 

ViIiIt 

Each of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma- 
liciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 
done against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and ) 
servants, under the color of authority and pretense of law, with- | 
out cause or provocation, in negligent acts or ommissions to acts | 


causing plaintiff's injuries. of 
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IX 

The negligence and pattern of acts and conspiracies of de~ 
fendant. WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH COMPANY, its agents, employees or 
servants, have caused plaintiff serious, severe and permanent 
injuries: 

1. That on or about April 28, 1973, plaintiff paid for tele 
graphic message to NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, and defendant 
connived, conspired, and collaborated with defs. FBI, SECRET SER- 
VICE, and others, to suppress, destroy and otherwise not deliver 
plaintiff's telegraphic message. 

2. That beginning on or about April 1973, defendants LAW 
ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION, NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFI- 
CIALS, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CITY AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, ATT/PTT, WESTERN UNION, and others, 
connived, conspired and collaborated in political federal funding 
blackmail to suppress plaintiff's technologies and earn (illegal) 


campaign contributions or support. 


The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 


dants, and each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune 


from prosecution (28 USC 82680(h)) because defendant(s) were oper 


ating within scope of employement and did not use due care towar 
plaintiff as provided in 28 USC S$2680(a) and plaintiff was 


injured. 
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Defendant (s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 
selves with such a knowing lack of care for the rights of plain- 
rift and others that defentant(s) were dizectly and proximately 
‘responsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 
intimidation, alarm, menace, duress, emotional distress, appre- 
hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, tresspass, libel, slan- 
der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
search and seizure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 


practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and all other unlaw- 





i1 |ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein 

12 |complained of. 

13 XT 

14 Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 

15 llso negligent and intentionally illegal so as to create an atmos—- 
16 | phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
17 |}ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all il- 
18 | legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 

19 |l hereinbefore complained of, against plaintif= without appropriate 
20 | authorities stopping the illegal acts. 

2 ALL 

22 To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen- 

23 | dant(s), their’.agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 

4 || refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro- 
25 | priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 
76 | maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 
27 | battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarn, emotional | 
og | distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violation 
19 |of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 
2 and search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 


31 i gross negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 
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32 i duties of each of then, under color of authority and pretense of 
it 
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ORIGINAL 
law. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 
with defendants, and each of them. 

XIII 


Defendants, and each of them, owed plaintiff and others a 


duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict hodi- 


ly harm or loss of property uron them, and owed plaintiff and 


others their sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from bodi-' 


ly harm and proverty damage, and defendants, and each of them, 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 
perform that duty. | 
ALIV 
Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 
of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 
negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated thei 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 
the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 
to protect citizens (Cal.Const.Art.xXX), under color of authority 
and pretense of law. 
XV 
By reason of the wrongful, intentional, and malicious acts, 
conspiracies and humiliations of plaintizt= by defendants, and 
each of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain-~ 


tiff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 


pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 


nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 
incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


AVT 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 
damases, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


by this Court. Ronald Reagan-2983 
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SIXTY-NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Z 

The Court has jurisdiction in this matter under Title 28, 
United States Code, Secs. 1343, 1346(b), 2671 etseq., for depri- 
vation of civil rights, assaults by federal psolice officers acting 
uncer color of authority and pretense of law, the enioinment of 
unconstitutional actions of state officials, for damages under the 
Federal Tort Claims Act: controversies to which the United States 
is a party, United States Constitution, Article III, Section 2; 
Title 42 United States Code Secs. 1981 et seq., particularly 88: 
1982,1983,1985,1986, interference with Civil Rights; redress for 
violations of the FIRST, FOURTH, and SIXTH Amendments, and the 
Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the FOURTEENTH Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution, Title 28, United States 


Code, Secs. 1231 et seq. 


IL 

Further, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked under Title 
28, United States Code, Secs. 1331 and 1343, this being a suit in 
equity authorized by law; Title 42, United States Code, Sec. 1983, 
to be commenced Ey any citizens of the United States or other per 
son within the jurisdiction thereof to redress the Geprivation 
under color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or useage 
of a State of rights, privileges, and immunities secured by the 
Constitution and Laws of the United States. The rights, privi- 
leges, and immunities sought herein to be redressed aze those 


secured by the First Amendment, and the Due Process and Equal Pro 


tection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 


and costs, exceeds the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000,00). 


Constitution. The matter in controversy, exclusive of interest | 
LT 


Purther, jurisdiction of the Court is invoked because acts of 


defendants, wnder color of law and authority, deprived plaintiff 
. 2230Nald Reagan-2984 
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of the privileges and immunities guaranteed to plaintiff by | 
Amendments I, IV, V, VI, VII, and XIV of the United States 
Constitution. 
III -B 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2); Title 28 of 
the United States Code, Sections 1343 and 1346(b); Title 42 of 
the United States Code, Section 1981 et seq.; Amendments I, IV, 
V, VI, VII, and XIV of the Constitution of the United States. 
III -C 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, here- 
inafter and hereinbefore complained of, for deprivations of 
privileges and immunities under color of authority and pretense 


of law and negligence. 
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Plaintiff BRONSON is a citizen of the United States, and the 
amount in controversy exceeds Ten Thousand Dollars, and the UNITED 
STATES is a party. 

V 

Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued Heeecawse JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff 


VI 


Each cf the acts and conspiracies herein complained of in s 
baragraph IX are incorporated herein, hereinfafter, and herein- 
before, as causing the injuries and damages to plaintiff by the 
defendant, its agents, employees or servants. 

Vit 

Each of said acts and conspiracies were done against plain- 
tif= by céefendant, its agents, employees or servants, acting und 
the sole and exclusive management and control of defencant, and 
in the course of their employment with defendant, its agents, 


employees and servants. 


Viti 

Fach of said acts and conspiricies and things done were ma-~- 
liciously, willfully, wantonly, intentionally and negligently 
done against plaintiff by defendant, its agents, employees and 


servants, under the color of authority and pretense of law, with- 





lout cause or provecation, in negligent acts or ommissions to acts | 
i 
'eausing plaintifé's injuries. 

i 

i 
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. LA 

The negligence and pattern of acts ana conspiracies of de- 
fendants WINCHESTER WESTERNYOLIN, REMINGTON ARMS/DUPONT, COLT, 
their agents, employees or servants, have caused plaintiff ser- 
ious, severe and permanent injuries: | 

l. That beginning on or about 1971, defendants, their ser- 
vants, agents and employees, have collaborated, connived, and 
conspired with the UNITED STATES ARMY to eliminate competition 
from plaintiff and his firearms and related technologies. 

2. That beginning on or about 1971, defendants, their ser- 
vants, agents and employees, have collaborated, connived and con- 
spired with NIXON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS for the defendants ' 
payments of illegal campaign contributions to NIXON OFFICIALS 
in stonange for which NIXON OFFICIALS, FRI, LEAA, and others, 

did not permit any federal lawenforcement or military agency to 
conduct business with plaintiff. 

3. That beginning on or about 1971, defendants, their ser- 
vants, agents and employees, have collaborated, connived and con- 


spired with local retail dealers (gunshops, hardware stores, etc. 


and suppressed and stopped any person licensing or implementing 
plaintiff's technologies for fear of loeing defendants' firearms 
"lines", and thus being forced to go out of business. 

4. That beginning on or about 1972, defendants, their ser- 
vants, agents and employees, have collaborated, connived ane con- 
spired with local governments (law enforcement), to suppress 


plaintircrs technologies from implementation locally. 


The foregoing wrongful conspiracies and acts done by defen- 
dants, and each of them, meant that defendant(s) were not immune 
from prosecution (28 USC 82680(h)) because defendant(s) were oper 
ating within scope of employement and did not use due care toward 
plaintifi as providec in 28 USC $2680(a) and plaintiif£ was 


injurec. 
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x 
Defendant(s) negligently and intentionally conducted them- 
selves with such a knowing lack of care for the rights of plain- 
tiff and others that defentant(s) were directly and proximately 
responsible for the campaign conducted against plaintiff of fear, 


intimidation, alarm, menace, duress, emotional distress, appre- 


hension, invasion of privacy, wiretapping, tzresspass, libel, slan- 


der, assault, battery, false imprisonment, restraint, illegal 
search and seizure, and other violations of Civil Rights, and the 
practice of fraud and deceit upon plaintiff, and ail other unlaw- 
ful acts under color of authority and pretense of law herein | 


complained of. 


XI 
Defendant(s) breach of duty and conduct in office has been 
so neglisent and intentionally illegal so as to create an atmos- 
phere permitting other law enforcement officials, agents, employ- 
ees and servants, federal, state, county, and city, to do all il- 
legal acts and things herein complained of, and hereinafter and 
hereinbefore complained of, against plaintiff without appropriate 
authorities stopping the illegal acts. 
ALL 
To Plaintiff's knowledge, information and belief, defen- 
dant(s), their agents, employees or servants, conspiratorially 
refused to investigate crimes brought to the attention of appro-~ 
priate defendant(s) by plaintiff. Defendant(s) instead chose to 
maintain this pattern and campaign against plaintiff of assault, 
battery, trespass, fear, intimidation, duress, alarm, emotional 
distress, invasion of privacy, trespass, libel, slander, violatio 


of Civil Rights, fraud, deceit, anti-trust, illegal wiretapping 


land search and seizure, and other acts herein complained of, in 


gross negligence or willful or wanton disregard to the sworn 


duties of each of them, under color of authority and pretense of 
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law. Plaintiff was prevented and deprived from doing business 
with defendants, and each of them. 
AIII 
Defendants, and each of them, owed plaintiff and others a 
duty to not intentionally, willfully and negligently inflict bedi- 
eres or loss of property upon them, and owed plaintiff and 
others their sworn duty to protect plaintiff and others from bodi- 
ly harm and property damage, and defendants, and each of then, 
intentionally and intentionally and negligently conspired to not 
perform that duty. } 
XIV 
Defendant(s), its agents, employees and servants, and each 
of them, in doing the conspiracies and acts herein complained of, 
negligently, wantonly and willfully and maliciously violated thei 
sworn oaths of office to uphold and defend the Constitution of 
the United States and the Constitution of the State of California 
to orotect citizens (Cal.Const.Art.xX), under color of authority 
and pretense of law. 
AV 
By reason of the wron¢ful, intentional, and malicious acts, 


conspiracies and humiliations of plaintiff by defendants, and 


a Node of them, and with others, the fright thereby caused plain- _ 
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tiff to suffer extreme and severe mental anguish and physical 
pain, and injury in mind and body and earning capacity, the 
nature and extent of which shall be proved at trial, and as 
incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


AVT 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, 


shall be proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive 


idamages, and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper 


and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which 
{ 
| 


iby this Court. Ronald Reagan-2989 
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. SEVENTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION | 
L 
The action arises under the Fourth Amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, as hereinafter more fully appears. 
The amount in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and 


costs, the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars. 


II 
At all times herein mentioned, plaintiff was, and is, a 
citizen of the United States, and the UNITED STATES is a party. 
Til 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 
tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
LV 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
all allegations set forth in all causes of action herein, here- 
inafter and hereinbefore complained of, for loss of privileges and 


immunities under color of authority and pretense of law. 


V 


er ce me ee nee eee mem te we oe 


Defendants are: 

1. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTORS GRAY, 
RUCKELSHAUS, AND KELLEY. 

2. Def. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY, PACIFIC 
TELEPHONE COMPANY DIVISION. Ronald Reagan-2990 

VI 

Beginning on or about 1971, defendants, and each of them, 
their agents, employees or servants, in doing the things herein- 
after mene toned: acted under the color of authority and pretense 
of law and deprived plaintiff of the protections, privileges and 


immunities of Amendments I,IV,V,VI,VII and XIV, U.S. Constitution 


32 | and Amendment XIV's Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses. 
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Vit 

Beginning on or about 1971, defendant(s), and others, have 
maliciously, willfully, intentionally, negligently and without 
warrant maintained plaintiff under constant business telephone 
wiretap or other illegal electrnic monitoring device. Defen- 
dant(s), and each of them, and with others, have maliciously 
forced the business telephone to "ring" at odd nonbusiness hours, 
ring incessantly or brokenly, mechanically contrive or otherwise 
the sounds or voices of callers, and other wrongful acts herein, 
hereinafter and hereinbefore complained of. Defendant(s), and 
each of them, have maliciously and deliberately made the business 
telephone inoperative, disconnected, cutting into business tele- 
phone conversations, and subjecting plaintiff's business tele~ 
phone conversations to the “special attentions" of def. PTT's 


"Unit 2" operators. 


VIIt 
Plaintiff in no way consented to the wiretapping, electronic 
eavesdropping and interference, or warrantless search, nor did 
plaintiff authorize any of these wrongful acts against his privac 
and business telephone conversations, all of these wrongful acts 
being done willfully, maliciously, intentionally, and negligently 
against plaintiff. 
Ronald Reagan-2991 
IX 
The above-mentioned acts and conduct of the defendants, and 
each of them, claimed by them to be under federal authority, con- 


stituted an abuse of their federal authority and regulated Public 


Utility authority and was not within their scope of employment as 


ER en PP gu a Ss Pr 


federal agents, employees or servants, in that their acts and con- 
duct were not based on the exercise or performance of a discretion= 


; ary function or duty assumed by them as agents of the FEDERAL 
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| BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION or telephonic public utility and were 


| 

| 

| 

| 
| 
i not acts and conduct done pursuant to the regulations of the ! | 
! | | 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION or public telephonic utility, and 
were acts performed within the scope of defendants employment 
but without exercising due care while acting within the scope of 


4 || their employment, and defendants, and each of them, acted in 


3 || fraud, corruption or malice. 

6 xX 

7 As a result of the above-mentioned and aforementioned acts 
8 |} and conduct of the defendants, and each of them, plaintiff was 

9 ||deprived of his right to be secure in his person, papers, and 

10 |}effects against unreasonable and warrantless searches and seizures 
11 | by federal agents, emplovees, or servants, acting under color or 
12 |}claim of federal authority, as guaranteed to him by the Fourth 
13 ||Amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

14 AL 

15 As a result of such deprivation, plaintiff suffered great 
16 |humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguish, and pain to his head 
17 }and body, and loss of earning capacity, the nature and extent of 
18 |plaintiff's injuries and damages which shallbe proved at trial, 
19 }and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
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my — _ XII 
21 WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, anda 
22 |each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which shall be 
23 proved at trial, and for compensatory and punitive damages, and 


24 for such other relief as is deemed just and proper by this Court. 


25 SEVENTY-FIRST CAUSE-OF ACTION 
26 I -A 
27 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, all 


28 jallegations set forth in all causes of action herein, hereinafter 


=P jane hereinbefore complained of, for loss of privileges and immuni- 
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I -3 
The action arises under the Fourth Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, as hereinafter more fully appears. The 
matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, | 
the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars. 
it 
At all times herein mentioned, plaintiff was, and now is, a 
citizen of the United States. 
Lad 
On or about August 22, 1975, defendants, and each of them, 
were federal agents employed by the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE 
(FPS/GSA) and LUV SECURITY SERVICE (0M, and in doing the things 
hereinafter mentioned, acted under the color of their federal au- 


thority as such. 


IV 
On or about August 22, 1975, when plaintiff was going to his 
post office box in the United States Post Office, plaintiff was 
assaulted by one "VICTOR MARTINEZ", said "MARTINEZ" having walked, 
followed, gestured to, and watched plaintiff around Sacramento 
County and now the Post Office. Plaintiff became so alarmed for 
his personal safety at the hands of "MARTINEZ" that plaintiff com 
plained to the federal FPS and LUV officers and warned them that 
plaintiff would place "MARTINEZ" under citizens arrest the next 
time "MARTINEZ" appeared and assaulted plaintiff in the Post Off- 
ice. Defendant FPS and LUV OFFICERS requested that plaintiff re- 
turn to the Post Office with documentation concerning "MARTINEZ". 
onal Reagan-2993 
On August 22, 1975, in less than one hour plaintiff returned 
to the Post Office with documentation concerning "MARTINEZ" as re 


quested by defendant F?S OFFICERS CHASTAINE AND CLEMONS, AND LUV 


aa —_—— Seco peri — nee 


OFFICERS SMITH AND GREER, when the defendants CHASTAINE, CLEMONS | | 
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and GREER wrongfully and unlawfully violated plaintiff's constitu- 
tionally protected right to be free from unreasonable search and 
Seizure in that defendants, and each of them, attacked, beat, re- 
strained, handcuffed, strangle: falsely arrested, falsely impri- 
soned, and otherwise abused plaintiff, without cause or provoca-~ 
tion, without search warrant, unlawfully search plaintiff, where 
plaintiff was subjected to other indignities and held incommuni- 
cado for almost one hour. PLAINTIFF WAS NOT ARRESTED. 
VI 

On August 22, 1975 defendants FPS OFFICER JAMES CHASTAINE 
and LUV OFFICER GREER further deprived plaintiff of his freedom 
and forcibly took plaintiff from the United States Post Office 
and forcibly took plaintiff to his business automobile parked in 
a private parking lot one block away. Plaintiff was menaced by 
said defendants, and each of them, for some time at plaintiff's 
business auto. Plaintiff not only feared for his continued per- 
sonal safety from deadly weapons or fists, but feared for the per- 
sonal safety of innocent by-standers as well. Defendants had no 


cause or provocation to so act. 


VIt 
Plaintiff in no way consented to the unreasonable search, 


seizure, beating, handcuffing, strangulation, false imprisonment, 


voluntarily 
and other restraint, nor did plaintiff submit himself/to the con-~ 


trol and custody of the defendants, nor did plaintiff authorize 


any of these wrongful acts against his person, all of these wrong- 


ful acts being done willfully, maliciously, intentionally, and 
negligently against plaintiff by force of three (3) federal offi- 
cers beating plaintiff. Ronald Reagan-2994 

| VIII 


The above-mentioned acts and conduct of the defendants, and 


each of them, claimec by them to be under federal authority, con- 





32 |; stituted an abuse of their federal authority and was not within 
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their scope of employment as federal agants in that their acts 
and conduct were not based on the exercise or serformance of a 
discretionary function or duty assumed by them as agents of the 
FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE and were not acts and conduct done 
pursuant to the regulations of the FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, 
and were acts performed within the scope of defendants employment 
BUT WITHOUT EXERCISING DUE CARE WHILE ACTING WITHIN THE SCOPE OF 
THEIR EMPLOYMENT, and defendants, and each of them, acted in 
fraud, corruption or malice. 
IX 
As a result of the above-mentioned and aforementioned acts 
and conduct of the defendants, and each of them, plaintiff was 
deprived of his right to be secure in his person, papers, and ef- 
fects against unreasonable searches and seizures by federal agents 
acting under color or claim of federal authority, as guaranteed 
to him by the Fourth Amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 
Xx 
As a result of such deprivation, plaintiff suffered great 
humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguish, and pain to his head 
requiring medical care and treatment, 
and body,/the nature and extent of plaintiff's injuries and dam- 
ages which shall be proved at trial, and as incorporated herein 
under DAMAGES from page’ 274. 
al 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against cefendants, 
and each of them, the nature, extent, sum and costs of which shal 
be proved at trial, and for compensatory and cunitive damages, 
and for such other relief as is deemed just and proper by this 


Court. | 
Ronald Reagan-2995 
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SEVENTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
I 
Plaintiff brings this civil action seeking treble damages an 
injunctive relief for injuries and threatened and continuing in- 
juries to his business, property and trade caused by defendants’ 
monopolistic practices, unreasonable comspiracies and restraints 
of trade and other violations of the Sherman and Clayton Acts for 
jurisdiction of this Court under 15 uSC 8815,26,1,2,13,18; and 
28 USC 81337. 
Ii 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, al 
allegations set forth herein, hereinafter and hereinbefore com- 
plained of for interference with interstate commerce and competitign. 


itl 


Plaintiff GEORGE A BRONSON is President of Anchor Internation- 
al, Ine., a California corporation, having its principal place 
of business in Sacramento, California. Plaintiff is a Yale grad- 
uate Inventor and Patent: Holder of Record in the United States, 


NATO and other allied countries. Plaintiff is the Inventor and 


Patent Holder of United States Patent No. 3,543,428, author and [| 


owner of proprietary, new, efficient lifesaving technologies se- 
lectively published in “ANCHOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPONS TRAINING 
FIRING MANUAL AND BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHOD". 
IV 
Defendants are found andtransact business in States of Mary- 
land, Virginia, Delaware, New York, California, Washington,D.c., 
Connecticut, and elsewhere. Ronald Reagan-2996 
V 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of de- 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and 
“herefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by such ficti- 


tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to plaintiff. 
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Defendants are: 





1. Def. UNITED STATES ARMY, headquarters The Pentagon, 


















Washington, D.C., for the Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Aberdeen, 


Maryland, and elsewhere. 





6 2s .Def. WINCHES TER-WESTERN DIVISION of the OLIN CORPORATION, 
7 |Stamford, Connecticut. 

8 | 3. Def. REMINGTON ARMS DIVISION of the DUPONT DE NEMOURS 

9 | CORPORATION, Wilmington, Delaware. 

10 4. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTORS L.P. GRAY 
11 | WILLIAM RUCKELSHAUS, CLARENCE M. KELLEY, headquarters Washington, 
12 ID.Cc. 

13 5. Def. NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION. of AMERICA, 1600 Rhode 

14 Island Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 

> 6. Def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION of the 

16 }UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, headquarters Washington, D.C. 
17 7. Def. INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CHIEFS OF POLICE, INC., 
18 


headquarters 11 Firstfield Road, Gaithersburg, Maryland. 
8. Def. NATIONAL SHERIFFS ASSOCIATION, 1250 Connecticut Ave- 
nue, N.wW., Washington, D.C., headquarters. 


9. Defs. NIXON ADMINISTRATION WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS, 1600 


10. °:.Def.. COLT INDUSTRIES, INC., headquarters New York City. 

ll. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 

YOUNGER and GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, State Capitol, Sacramento, CA. 
/ 


me 12. Def. LOS ANGELES CITY AND COUNTY, SHERIFF PETER PITCHESS, 


-971LOS ANGELES POLICE CHIEF EDWARD DAVIS, Los Angeles, California. 


8 


29 | 


13. Def. SACRAMENTO COUNTY, SHERIFF DUANE LOWE, DISTRICT AT_ 
TORNEY JOHN PRICE, 720 - 9th Street, Sacramento, California. 


30 14. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE, CHIEF WILLIAM 


| bat Ronald Reagan-2997 
31 |. KINNEY, 
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ORIGINAL 
15. Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, OFFICERS CHASTAINE, 





CLEMONS and SNELSON, Sacramento, California. 


16. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, 





COMMISSIONER GLENDON B. CRAIG, headquarters Sacramento, California 





17. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICE, OFFICERS WESTON 


and SHERWOOD, CHIEF GUY R. OATES, headquarters Sacramento, CA. 


18. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., 


MARC POCHE, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 


Ronald Reagan-2998 
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agents @nd emplovees, active and retired: WITTD $ 7.3773 eRe, Ae 
Pentagon, “fashington, 5.C. 20310 (headcuarters), ane elsewhere, 


vv Co fm on 2 rn " 
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meoe S9lka INTERNATIONAL DIVISION of the OLIN CORPORATION, 
120 Long Ridge Road, Stamford, Connecticut 06904; REMINGTON ARMS 
COPPA, “INCas. DEVISION Of. 2.2. DUPOIT DF Ne.tOURSs. LAC es, 1007 


al ee he 


Market Street, Wilmington, Celaware 19393; COLT IMDUSTRIES, IN 


of 


430 Park Av., New York. 10022, firearms manufacturers in interstate 
commerce. | 


Vit 


In 1971 Defendant UNITED STATES ARMY did oerform an incor- 
rect and fraudulent technical analysis of Plaintiff BROWSON's 
firearms technolosyv, and particularly plaintiff's United States 
Patent No. 3,543,428, "RIFLE FORESTOCK", and associated STRINGFIRE 
technology, at Aberdeen Proving Ground, Aberdeen, Marvland. De- 
fendants herein named, with full knowledge of the facts as to the 
lav, custom, policies and practices permitting retestinc upon 
petition, did knowingly and unlawfully combine, conspire, acree 
and have a tacit understanding together with each other and other 
defendants, to refuse to retest and correct its original wrongful 
analysis of plaintiff BRONSON's technologies, despite plaintiff's 
petitions and providing of additional technologies, to restrain a 

and related technologies 
part of the trade and commerce in firearms/among the several 
States of the United States and did, in fact, restrain said trade 
and commerce in violation of Section 1 of the Sherman Anti-Trust 


ACT. 
Ronald Reagan-2999 


VIII 
It was @ part of said combination and conspiracy, and the 
onject and purpose thereof to accomplish the following, among 
Otner things, to-wit; 
(l} To arbitrarily, unlawfully, unreasonably and knowingly 
aise, fix, control, set, stacilize and effect the price and manu- 
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facture firearms and related technologies shipped in interstate 
commerce, as aforesaid, in to the State of California and any of 
the Sister States of the United States of America. 

(2) To arbitrarily, unlavfully, unreasonably and knowingly 
prevent, suppress and eliminate comvetition between defendants 
and among the defendant manufacturers of firearms and related 
technologies sales from shipment in interstate commerce, as afore- 


Said, in to the State of California and any of the Sister States 


of the United States of America. 


(3) To arbitrarily, unlawfully, unreasonably and knowingly 
prevent, suppress and eliminate competition from competitors and 
stessective competitors of the defendant manufacturers of firearms 
and related technologies and Defendants WINCHESTER, REMINGTON, 

wD COLT in the manufacture and sale of firearms and related tech- 
nologies shipoed in interstate commerce, as aforesaid, into the 
state of California and any other State of the United States, 

(4) To arbitrarily, unlawfully, unreasonably and knowingly 
prevent, stporess and eliminate competition from any source in 
tne sale and manufacture of firearms and related technologies 
shipped in interstate commerce, as aforesaid, into the State of 
California and any other State of the United States. 

(5) To establish and maintain unreasonably high, excessive, 
monopolistic and non-competitive prices and controls for firearms 
and related technologies shipped in interstate commerce, as afore- 
Said, into the State of California and any other State of the 


United States. Ronald Reagan-3000 


Le 
As a part of said unlawful combination and conspiracy, in 
pursuance thereof and in furtherance thereof and to effectuate 


Hits obiect anc survose, the said defendants within the U.S. ARMY 


(1) In 1971, and continuing to oresent time, entered into 
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ana understanding with defendant firearms manufac- 


Oy, 


turers, acting on benalt of all Gefendants, and each of then, 


weereoy all sales in the State cf California and anv other State 


fl 


of the United States of firearms and related technolcecies would 
not include Plaintiff SRONSON's firearms technologies and Patent. 
Said agreement and understanding continue in force and effect at 
all times from the period as stated. 

(2) In 1971, and continuing to oresent time, entered into 
agreement and understanding with defendant firearms manufacturers, 
acting on behalf of all defendants, and each of them, whereby 
Defendant U.S. ARMY did knowingly, intentionally, and wrongfully 
release its incorrect technical analysis of Plaintiff BRONSON's 
technologies which Defendant ARMY refused to correct, so that only 
the firearms and related technologies manufactured by the de- 
fendant manufacturers, would be acceptable and in accordance with 
Army specifications and standards, remove from the industry newly 
invented technology of superior weaponry, thereby eliminating 
competition from competitive and prospective competitors of de- 


fendant firearms manufacturers, and each of them. Said agreement 
and understanding continue in force and effect to present time. 


(3) In or acout 1971, Defendant U.S. ARMY changed, and 
caused to ve changed the specifications and standards regarding 
manufacture and sale to the United States Government of firearms 
in concert, collusion and conspiracy with defendant firearms man- 
ufacturers, and each of them, at the same time and thereafter 
failing or refusing to furnish said notice fully to competitors 
anc prospective competitors of said defendant manufacturers of 
firearms and related technologies. 

(4) At all times after the date of the change in said speci- 


fications and standards referred to in sub-paragraph (3) above, 


* 


G 


efendant ARM, acting in the capacity of surchasing agent ‘for 


5 = 


the United States Department of Defense and others, notified the 


ee 


32 |defendant firearms manufacturers, and eacn of them, at the same 
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Li} time and theraafter Failing anc refusing to fullv notify compet- 
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ctive competitors of said defendant firearms man- 
3 || ufacturers, and eacn of then. 

4 (S) At all times after said change in the svecifications, 

5 || Defendant ARMY, acting in the capacity of purchasing agent for 
6|}the U.S. Department of Defense and others, and in concert, collu- 
7 {|slon and conspiracy with cefendant firearms manufacturers, and 

g || each of them, surrupticiously rewarded defendant firearms manu- 


9 | facturers, and each of them, with new and extra considerations 





£ 


10 } in the purchase of firearms without bids as riaqged/fixed "follow-ons 
11 | to existing contracts, witnout requesting the submitting of bids 
12 | by competitors and prospective comoetitors to defendant firearms 
13 | manufacturers, and each of them. 

14 (6) In further pursuance of the aforesaid arrangements and 
1s | agreements, set forth in sub-paragraphs (1) through (5), inclu- 
16 | Sive, Defendant UNITED STATES ARMY provided extraordinarv, behind 
17 | the-scenes assistance to firearms manufacturer def. COLT INDUSTRI 
18 Guring subsequent Freceral Bureay of Investicaation attempt to 
19 | Uncover the coverup of inferior firing characteristics of the 


21 (7) As a result of said agreements and understandings, De- 
22 || fendant ARIY, acting in concert and collusion with defendant 

23] firearms manufacturers, and each of them, in furtherance of said 
241 combination and conspiracy, knowingly and deliberately divided 
25 || large orders for firearms and related technologies under the juri - 
26 || diction of the U.S. Department of Defense, into numerous small 
271 orders, for the purpose of awarding said small orders to the ce- 


281 fendant Zirearms manufacturers, and each of them, without receiv- 


~ ing comeetitive ids therefor, at a price fixed and agreed upon 
30 | mv said cefendants. 

a1 (2) During the ceriod from 1971 to present, inclusive, as 
32a result of the speration cf said combination and conspiracy, 
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| through the arrangements, agreements and acts set forth in sub- 


paragraphs (1) through (7) preceding, defendant firearms manu- 
facturers, and each of them, received commission or other compen- 
sation on each firearm and other technology sold to and purchased 
by the UNITED STATES, at prices raised, enhanced, fixed, main- 
tained and controlled as aforesaid. 

(9) During the period from 1972 to present, inclusive, as 
a result of the operation of said combination and conspiracy, 
through the arrangements, agreements and acts set forth in sub- 
paragraphs (1) through (7) preceding, defendant firearms manu- 
facturers, and each of them, used the "new" price, contract, and 
business relationship with def. ARMY and NIXON ADMINISTRATION to 
conspire against, collaborate with, or coerce persons and local 
retail gun dealers to purchase the defendant(s) firearms "lines" 
at prices raised, enhanced, fixed, maintained and controlled as 
aforesaid, threatening to withhold said "lines" should any person 
and local retail gun dealer license, manufacture, sell, or imple- 
ment in any wav plaintiff's firearms and related technologies, 
and force local businessmen to lose earnings and profits. 

(10) Incorporating the acts and agreements set forth in sub 
paragraph (9) above, defendant firearms manufacturers conspired 
against, collabarated with, or coerced local governments in simi- 
lar manner. Ronald Reagan-3003 

x 

While said conspiracy, arrangement and understanding between 
the defendants, and each of them, was in existence, the UNITED 
STATES purchased from defendant firearms manufacturers, and each 
of them, doing business as WINCHESTER WESTERN, REMINGTON ARMS, 
COLT INDUSTRIES, and firearms manufacturers each of them, a total 
of billions of dollars for firearms and related technologies, 
which price was unreasonable and excessive due to the unlawful 
and illegal conspiracy, agreements and arrangements between the 
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defendants nameac herein to raise, fix, maintain, enhance and con- 
trol said prices. The reasonable price at which said amount of 
firearms and related technologies could have been purchased under 
natural and free competitive conditions was millions of dollars 
less which shall be demonstrated at trial. As a result of said 
conspiracy so existing at the time these purchases were made from 
said defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff BRONSON and the 
State of California and any Other State of the United States have 
suffered damage and injury in their property in actual amounts 
to be demonstrated at trial, and are entitled under Section 4 of 
said Sherman Anti-Trust Act, Title 15, United States Code Anno- 
tated, Section 15, to threefold damages to be demonstrated at 
trial, and as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
AL 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, 
and each of them, the sum and costs of which shall be demonstra- 
ted at trial and treble damages, together with reasonable counsel 
fee and costs, and for such other relief as is deemed just and 
proper by this Court; that a temporary restraining order and pre- 
liminary injunction may be issued out of this Court upon its order 
directing the defendant(s) and their agents, servants and employ- 
ees, from in any manner interfering with the plaintiff in fire- 
arms and related technologies, and that after a trial of this 
cause that said injunction may be made perpetual; that a decree 
issue from the Court that the conspiracies and acts tended to 
create a wrongful monopoly in the firearms and related technolo- 
gies industries, and are to stop and void, and that all conspir- 
acies and/or contracts wrongfully entered into between defendants, 
and each of them, are null and void; and a reasonable attorney's 


fee beside the costs and disbursements of this action. 
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2 SEVENTY-THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
3 I 
4 Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
3 fall allegations set forth in JURISDICTION (page 2). 
6 | II 
7 This Court has jurisdiction under 15 USC S2, Sherman Act, 
8 jand 28 USC 81337. 

9 | i1Il 

10 Plaintiff does hereby tnéorporace and adopt by reference, 
11 }all of the wrongful acts herein complained of, hereinafter and 
12 |hereinbefore, specifically and especially 72nd - 75th causescfactio. 
13 IV 

14 Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States. 

15 V 

16 Defendant(s), its officer, agents, employees, or servants, 
17 | UNITED STATES ARMY, WINCHESTER WESTERN/OLIN, REMINGTON/DUPONT, 
i8 | COLT, NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INTESTIGATION, 
19 | WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS, FEDERAL, STATE, COUNTY AND CITY OFFICIALS, 
20 NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION (NRA), and others, through collabora- 
21 ||\ting, cooperating and conspiring have entered into plans and 
22 | schemes, the purposes of which are to completely control the 
23 || firearms and related technologies industries and suppress the 
24 || firearms technologies of plaintiff and restrict or prevent plain- 
25 \tiff from doing business in the firearms and related technologies 
26 || industries. Ronald Reagan-3005 
27 | vi 
28 Beginning in or about 1971 the U.S.ARMY published to defen-~ 
29 ||dants, and each of them, false analysis of plaintiff's technolo- 

s 


30 | gies. Beginning in or about 1971 and continuing day to day there- 
| | 
31 | after to the present, the defendants herein named, together with | 

: | 


29 | diverse other persons, well knowing all of the foregoing facts, 
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<nowingly and unlawfully did menonolize, attempt to monopolize, 
and did comoine anc conspire with each other and other versons 
tc monopolize a part of the trade and commerce in firearms anong 


the several States of the United States, in violation of Section 
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ft was a part of said unlawful monopoly, attempt to monopo- 
lize, and combination and consviracy to monopolize, and the ob- 
ject and purpose thereof, to effect and accompliah the followi Co; 
among octner things, to-wit: 

(1) To create and maintain a monovoly in the sale and manu- 
facture of firearms and related technologies shipped in inter- 
state commerce, as aforesaid, in the State of California and any 
other State of the United States. 

(2) To arbitrarily, unlawfully, unreasonably and knowingly 
raise, fix, control, act, stabilize and affect the price of fire- 
arms and related technologies sninved in interstate commerce, 
as aforesaid, into the State of California and anv other State 
or the United States, and purchased by the U.S. Department of 
Defense and others, for and on behalf of the State of California, 
United States Government, and others. 

(3) Establish and maintain unreasonably high, excessive, 
monopolistic and non-competitive prices on firearms and related 
technologies shipoed in interstate commerce, as aforesaid, into 
the State of California and other States, for purchase and use. 
by the State of California, Department of Defense, and others, 
for and on behalf of the State of California, U.S. Department of 


Ronald Reagan-3006 
Defense and others. g 


(4) Arbitrarilv, unlawfully, unreasonably and Knowingly to 
prevent, suprress, and eliminate competition in the sale and 


*~ 


manufacture of firearms and related technologies snipsed in in 
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State commerce, as aforesaid, into the State of California and 
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any otner State an@ others, thnrougn respective ourchas ing agents. 
My devdaak 

“2S a part of tne unlawful monopolv, attemot to so mononolize, 
and comcination and conspiracy to mononolize and pursuant thereto 
and in furtherance and to effectuate its object and purposes de- 
Fendants herein named and diverse other versons, cid: 

(1) through (9), inclusive subparagraphs of Paragraph IX 
of the SEVENTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION of this complaint are here- 


by incorporated and adopted by reference to all allegations set 


forth by Plaintiff BRONSON. 


(10) In or about 1971, defendants ARMY and firearms manu- 
facturers, and each of them, and other defendants, organized and 
causec to he organized a criminal conspiracy against Plaintiff 
BRONSON to nationally suppress his newly invented firearms tech- 
nologies and Patent, by not fairly analyzing, licensing, manu- 
facturing, selling or shipping plaintiff's firearms technologies 
and Patent in interstate commerce to the State of California or 


Ronald Reagan-3007 
any other State. 


(11) In or about 1972, defendants firearms manufacturers, 
and each of them, and other defendants, organized and caused to 
pe organized a criminal conspiracy against Plaintiff BRONSON to 
maintain national suppression of plaintiff's newly invented fire- 
arms technologies and Patent, by making illegal campaign contri- 
butlons to the Nixon Reelection Campaign o¢ thousands of dollars. 

(12) In or about 1972, defendants firearms manufacturers, 
and each of them, and other defendants, orsanized and caused to 
be organized a criminal conspiracy against Plaintiff BRONSON to 
maintain a national suppression of plaintiff's newly invented 
superior firearms technologies and Patent, by covering-up Armv- 


wixon Acministration scandais conceming the technologically infer 


qj 


ior w-16 rifie and ether lifesaving technolocies of plaintiff 
whieh woule have shortenec the Vietnam “ar and saved lives. 
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(13) 


1 ea memsers of the law enforcement community inquired about im- 


Z 


proving the M-16 rifle with plaintiff's technology, defendant(s) 
conspired against, collaborated with, or coerced said law enforce 
ment communities with eheeats to withhold that law enforcement 

| community rrom consideration for training under defendant FEDERAL 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, and others. 

(14) Beginning in or about 1971, defendants firearms manu- 
facturers, and others, conspired, agreed, understood, collaborated 
with and coerced among themselves and with others, the result of 
which was to destroy plaintiff's benefits and property in United 
States Patent No. 3,543,428, "Rifle Forestock", in the years from 
issuance of Patent. Plaintiff BRONSON now holds in reserve re- 


lated technologies. 
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(i5.) In or about 1971, defendants ARIV and firearms manu- 
-aCturers, and each of them, anc other defendants, knowingly, 


wilrulily, and maliciously conssixeé and acreed among tremselvas 


to destroy slaintifi's susiness, firearms and related technolo- 
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1, intimidation, dafamation, 
economic reprisals, etc., against federal, state, county, city, 


Local, or private firearms users, local ssorts and firearms deal- 


Lvearms in¢ustry. Local Cealers were nlaced in fear for their 
ow: business economic health, that if dealers Siepiages and/or 
licensed and/or offered for sale Plaintiff BRONSON's firearms 
cechnology, the local dealers vould "lose the “VTinchester line", 


"lose tne Remincgton line", “lose the Colt line", ete. Defendants 


and e@cn Of them, intend to suporess plaintiff's Patent for the 
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(16) In or about 1972, cefendants FSI and “NRA, and each of 
tnem, and other defendants, organized and caused to be organized 
a criminal conspiracy against Plaintiff 3RONSO2%] to maintain a 
national suppression of plaintiff's newly invented superior fire- 
arms training technologies and Patent, by covering-up Army-Nixon 
Administration scandals concerning the technologically inferior 
i-16 rifle and other life saving technologies of olaintiff, which 
would have saved thousand of American lives in vietnam and law 
officer lives in America, and wnich would have turned the tide 
ror the winning of the Vietnam War for America. 

(17) In or about 1972, defendants WHITE HOUSE officials 
ana FEI, and each of them, and other defendants, in return for 


| 


SS Yeceiso= of illecal campaign contrioutions. tovars: tne | 


reelection of “Mixon, erganized and caused to ke organized a crina- 


a ae 


a 


en te re a ee 
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3 Sl Aang). Malvcainin ang otuervise afiecting suporession of volaink 
4)tiiti's technologies; 

ee CS (a) By intimidation of, harassment of, coercion of, threats 
6 |against, defamation, economic reprisals, political reprisals, 
7 ||social reprisals, and so on and on, against federal, state, city, 
8 county, iocal government, acencies or groups, and private’ individ- 


gltuals, agencies or groups. 


10 (co) By intimidation of, harassment of, coersion of, threats 
li |of sodily harm, assault, illegal wiretap, Sesteuction to business 
12 |property and business resgteenen. and other wrongful acts against 
13 j}plaintiZ£ complained of herein in this complaint. 

14 (lg) In or about 1972, defendants AR‘ and NATO General 

15 }ALEXANDER EAIG, and each of them, and other defendants, organized 
16 }and caused to be organized a criminal conspiracy against Plaintiff 
17 | BRONSON to withhold from NATO plaintiff's new military technologie, 
i8 and deny NATO newly efficient and superior lifesaving military 

19 |orograms, efficiency and security: 

20 (a) To suppress plaintiff's technologies and maintain mono- 
21 |polies in restraint of trade with other defendants; 

22 (bp) To suppress and cover-up of the scandalously technically 
23 [inferior ii-16 rifle from NATO and American mothers and fathers 

24 of sons who died needlessly in Vietnam, and the American public 

25 jin general, and the fact that the Vietnam War could have teen 

26 turned to a winning tide cy olaintiff's firearms technologies; 

27 (c) To suppress the fact that ranking generals of the UNITED 
28 HSTATES ARMY, due to commercial-industrial ties and collusions, 

29 betrayed America and America's fighting men and acted in treason 


30 jin violation of the United States Constitution to coverup th 


aaa 


31 jJimferior i:-16 rifle Sy suppressing illegaliy Plaintifi ERO7SON's 


—_— w= 


32 |new efficient lifesaving technologies and Patent. 
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(19) From about 1971, and continuiag to oresent time, daferndcan: 
Yee AR. ONG 2lreerms manvzect: 
and caused to ce organized 2 consziracy ané¢ acts of Suppression 
Of plaintiit SRCNSOMN's firearms and related tecnnologies, the re- 
suit of which denies to America still other technologies now held 
in reserve, Lut which in total would have contained the advance 

£ Communism in Southeast Asia, and saved many thousands of 
American Marines and soldiers lives. This is treason on the part 
of the UNITED STATES ARMY, documented and evidenced, and several 
ranking ARMY officers and generals have, in fact, been traitors 
to the American public, flag and Constitution. 

(a) The ARMY's absolute refusal to have any orficer of the 
UNit=zD STATES ARMY communicate any interest or document in writ- 
ing toward Inventor ERONSON's new “ereakthrough maximum shock- 
iong range .255 CKV Infantrv Projectile Bullet for NATO, U.S. 
Marine Corps, U.S. Army, and Police-Law Enforcement. Breakthrough 
technology from AII has forged a ballistically Superior projectile 
of long-range targetability in combination with a heretofore un- 
realized maximum and legal ballistic shock power at all combat 


ranges." 
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(20) ‘In. or asout. 1971, anc continuing to oreseant tine, ce- 
rencants, and gach of then, organized and caused to te orcanized 
@ criminal conssiracy to falsely and maliciously restrain ane 
Suppress plaintifi's particisation in business activities and 
trade and commerce in the firearms and related technolocies' 


¢ 


industries in competition and potential competition with defen- 
Gants. 

(21) In or about 1971, and continuing to present time, de- 
Fendants, and each of them, orcanized and caused to be organized 
a criminal conspiracy to cheat and defraud olaintiff of the use 
and enjoyment of plaintiff's Inventions, Patent and related fire- 
arms tecnnologies' proverties, througn conspiracv, restraint of 
trace and commerce illecallv, illegal campaign contributions, 
wiretap without warrant, assault violations of plaintiff's civi 
FLChCS, neglicences toward plaintiff, ete., and other wrongful 
acts against plaintiff complained of herein in this complaint, 
for the seventeen (17) vears of plaintiff's Patent, and to con- 
tinue until stopoed by this Court. 

(22) In or asout 1971, and continuing to present time, de_ 
fendants, and each of them, organized and caused to ve organized 
a criminal conspiracy to falsely and maliciously interfere with 
plaintiff's business relations or advantages by intentional and 


improper methods of diverting or taking business from plaintifé 


Which are not within the privilege of fair competition. 


(93) Plaintiff incorporates sub-paracr apn (15) above, and 


states that on Aucust 23, 1973, olaintiff's telephone communica- 


wt 


f+- 


tion with firearms manufacturer representative, an agent of De-~ 
fendant FEDERAL BUREAU OF ILVESTIGATION cut into the teleshone 
conversation and stopped all transmission, and caused plaintiff's 


business telesrhone to be "out of order" for some time after the 


3 


atorztet telennone conversation. This firearms firm is ncw reluc- 
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HEADQUARTERS (QUANTICO, VIRGINIA), and others, firearms manufact- 





urers and ralated industry activities, a total of billions of dol- 


| : , : 
lars for firearms and related tecnnologies, which price was unrea-! 





sonable and excessive due to the unlawful and illegal conspiracy, 





— 


agreements and arrangements among the defendants, and each of them 





named herein to raise, fix, maintain, enhance and control said 
Loahicns; The reasonable price at which said amount of firearms 

and related technologies could have been purchased under natural 
and free competitive conditions was millions of dollars less 

which will be demonstrated at trial. As a result of said conspir- 
acy sO eXisting at the time these purchases were made from said 
defendants, end each of them, plaintiff BRONSON and the State of 
California and any other State of the United States have suffered 
damage and injury in their proverty in actual amounts to be demon- 
strated at trial, and are entitled under Section 4 of the said 
Sherman Anti-Trust Act, Title 15, United States Code Annotated, 


Section 15, to threefold damages to be demonstrated at trial, and 


as incorporated herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 
XII 


WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, 


a A ER LS yh ar Purr eS eS i fi pss iS a 


and each of them, the sum and costs which shall be demonstrated 
at trial and treble damages, together with reasonable counsel 
fee, besides the costs and disbursements of this actions that a 


temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction may be is- 


and each of them, and their agents, servants and employees, from 
in any manner interfering with the plaintiff in firearms and re- 
lated technologies, and that after a trial of this cause that 
said injunction may be made perpetual; that a decree issue from 


sued out of this court upon its order directing the defendants, 
| the court that the contracts between defendant(s) which tended 
| 
| 
| 


| 
to create a wrongful monopoly in the firearms and related tech- | 
{ 
nologies industries in the States of California, Connecticut and 

} 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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| pelaware, in oarticular, and elsewhere, are.void, and that all 
contracts wrongfully entered into between defendants, anc eacn 


- 


L@e Aen. are yore. 
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WHEREFORE, claintiti demands, sursuant to U.S 36.5 Secu L 


et seq., and Sec. 26, the follcwing: 
l. That a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunec 


. 


tion may be issuec out of t 


U} 


a 


Court upon its order directing the 


d 


(D 


fendants, and each of them, and their agents, servants and em- 
nlovees, from in any manner interfering with plaintiff in the 
firearms and related indgustries, and that after a trial of this 
cause that said iniunction may be made verpetual; 

2. For a decree of this Court that the contracts between 
said defendants, a..0 each of them, which tend to create a mono- 
poly of the firearms and related industries are void, and that 
all contracts entered into between defendants, and each of Rea, 


and cthers, whereby users of plaintifi's firearms and related 


—— ee 


technolocies would be forced into not doing business with olain- 
tiff are void, defendants being the only source of business; 

3. For a decree ascertaining the damages suffered by plain- 
tiff by reason of the unlawful acts of the defendants herein com- 


plained of, and awarding judement in favor of the plaintiff and 


against the defendants, and each of them, ‘for thrice the amount 
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damages, and a reasonable attorney's fee; 


That a decree issue e Court that the contracts 
defendant(s) which tended to create a wrongful monopoly 
in the ‘irearms and related technologies industries in the States 


of California, Connecticut and Delaware, in particular, and else- | 


where, are void, and that all contracts wrongfuliy entered into 


{), 


serween Gefendant(s} 
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ORIGINAL 


So SY =-FrOURTS CAUSS .OF -ACTION 


incs this civil action seeking treble camages an 


threatened and continuing in- 


~ade and other violations of the Sherman and Clayton Acts for 


- 
i 
ow 


28-USC S252 44 


Piaintifs does nereby incorsorate and adopt by reference, al 
aliesations set forth herein, hereinafter and nereinbefore com- 
plained of for interference with interstate commerce and competh 


ia 


urisdiction of this Court under 15 uSc 8815,26,1,2,13,18; and 


eT 


| 
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Plaintiz= GFORGE A BRONSON is President of Anchor Internation- 


al, inec., a California corporation, having its principal place 
of ctusiness in Sacramento, California. Plaintiff is a Yale gradc- 


tate Tnventor and Patent Eolcéer of Record in the United States, 


th 


MATS ené other alliec countries. Piaintizft is the Inventor and 
Daten= scléer oi United States Patent No. 3,543,428, author and 
owner of oroorietary, new, efficient lifesaving tecnnolcg:es se- 


ctively published in “ANCHOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPONS TRAINING 


j- 
0 


PTRING MANUAL AND BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHOD". 


LV 


sefenéants are Zound andtransact business in States of Mary-, 


land, Virginia, Delaware, New York, California, Washington,).c., 


Connecticut, and ei:sewnhere. Ronald Reagan-3016 
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Piainztifzi goes not Know the true names and capacities oz ce- 


fa-cants sueé nerein as JOHN DOES ONS TYROUGE ONE HUNDRED, .and 


~-eralcra suas shese Gezandants, and each of tne, by Such s-¢ si 
-ie:5 nanes for damages caused anc oroximacely caused to piasnti- 
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Defendants are: 
















1. Def. UNITED STATES ARMY, neadquarters The Pentagon, 


| 
1: Vv 


Washington, D.C., for the Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Aberdeen, 


Maryland, and elsewhere. 


: 


2. Def. WINCHESTER-WESTERN DIVISION of the OLIN CORPORATION, | 


| 


es ee a ee ee — 


Stamford, Connecticut. 


3. Def. REMINGTON ARMS DIVISION of the DUPONT DE NEMOURS 
CORPORATION, Wilmington, Delaware. 


10 4. Def. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTORS L.P. GRAY 


11 | WILLIAM RUCKELSHAUS, CLARENCE M. KELLEY, headquarters Washington, 


12 DAC. 


13 5. Def. NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION. of AMERICA, 1600 Rhode 


-l4 Island Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C, 


13 6. Def. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION of the 


16 JONITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, headquarters Washington, D.C. 


17 7. Def. INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CHIEFS OF POLICE, INC., 


2 ll Firstfield Road, Gaithersburg, Maryland. 


p= 
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8. Def. NATICNAL SHERIFFS ASSOCIATION, 1250 Connecticut Ave- 
nue, N.W., Washington, D.C., headquarters. 

9, Defs. NIXON ADMINISTRATION WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS, i600 
| Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington,D.c. 
10. : Def. COLT INDUSTRIES, INC., headquarters New York city. 
11. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 
VYOUNGER and GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, State Capitol, Sacramento, CA. 
12. Def. LOS ANGELES CITY AND COUNTY, SHERIFF PETER PITCHESS, 
27 | 


! 


LOS ANGELES POLICE CHIEF EDWARD DAVIS, Los Angeles, California. 


28 | 13. Def. SACRAMENTO COUNTY, SHERIFF DUANE LOWE, DISTRICT AT_ | 
29 | TORNEY JOEN PRICES, 720 =- 9th Street, Sacramento, California. | 
50. 14. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE, CHIEF WILLIAM | 
31 Je. AES, | Ronald Reagan-3017 : 
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Loe. Det. SEVERAG PROTECTIV=S ‘SEnvVics,. OFFICERS CSASTAINE; 
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2:;;CLEMONS and SNELSON, Saeraments, California. 7 

( 
zi | 
. ! 


16. Det. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA AIGEWAY PATROL, 
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i 3. CRAIG, neaccquarters Sacramento, California. 
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6 land SHERWCOD, CHIEF GUY R. OATES, headquarters Sacramento, CA. 


7 | 18. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND G, BROWN,Jr., | 


8 | MARC POCHE, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 
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2 Plaintiff was to have been engaged in the business of fire- 

3 |} arms and related technologies from 1971 forward. Defendant(s) 

4) stopped plaintiff from engaging in this business in interstate 

5 | commerce between the various states and developing and expanding 

6 |; plaintiff's business, details more fully set forth as oi lowe: 

q VII 

8 Plaintiff had developed a potentially large and profitable 

9 || business among its customers, to wit, sports shooting, law enforce- 
10 ment, related technologies, in the markets of various states of the 
11 || United States, and plaintiff was about to enjoy a lucrative and 

12 || profitable business and increase its profits and prosper accord- 

13 |} ingly. 

14 VIII 

15 Defendant(s) combined and organized in an association con- 

16 || sisting of federal, state, county and city government officials, 

17 | agents, employees or servants, firearms manufacturers, public util- 
18} ities, and members of the weapons training industry, and consis- 

19 | ted of individuals, firms, and corporations engaged in ‘military, 
20 | law enforcement and sport shooting activities and supportive ser- 
21} vices, with its membership composed of : those defendant(s) parti- 
22 || cipating and acting in federal funding blackmail to suppress plain= 
23) tiff and plaintiff's technologies. 

ae pone Reagan-3019 
25 All of the defendants herein violated the provisions of the 

26 || act of Congress passed July 2, 1890, entitled "An Act to protect 

27 || trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies, " 

28} in that they are engaged in a combination and conspiracy to place 
oe unlawful restraints upon the trade and commerce in firearms, re- 
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. of the United States and between the United States and the 
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Dominion of Canada. 


21 





x 
3 The combination and conspiracy herein complained of have 
4 || been in continuous existence since about 1971 and have been par- 
5 || ticipated in for varying periods and in varying degrees by each : 
6 || of the defendants herein named, and also by a large number of in- 
7 | dividuals not named as defendants herein. The initial step in 
8 | furtherance of the conspiracy was the organization of illegal 
9 || campaign contributions to the NIXON ADMINISTRATION to suppress 
10 | plaintiff's technology from use within the federal government, 
11 || followed by use of the LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION, j| 
12 | and others, for funnelling federal funds to defendant(s) in feder 
13 | al funding blackmail and payoff and bribe for not implementing 
14 |} plaintiff's technoiogies. 
15 XI 
16 From the time of the organization of the voluntary associa- 
17 | tion hereinhefore described, in 1971, to the time of the filing 
18 | of this petition, various measures were adopted by the voluntary 
19 | association and by the successive,officers, directors, officials, 
agents, employees or servants, of the association, in furtherance 
of the combination and conspiracy hereinbefore alleged. Among 
22 | such measures are the following; 
93 1. Beating, strangulation, handeuffing, false imprisonment, 
44 || ete., Of plaintiff, August 22, 1975. 
45 2. Assaults and threats of plaintiff while being stalked, 
76 | “dogged", followed, from 1971 to present. 
a7 3. Illegal wiretapping on or about 1971 to present. 
28 4. Electronic disruption of plaintiff's business telephone 
29 | communications by illegal wiretap, and other warrantless search. 
30 | 5. Threatening plaintiff with deadly weapons, including 
drawn pistols, rifles and shotguns, government automobiles and | 


31 | 
| Ronald Reagan-3020 | 





32 | planes, as well as fists. 
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} ne various acts done in pursuance tnereort by de- 
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| fendants nerein and others, as above alleged, the power and influ- 
ence of tne defendant(s), and each of them, nas been greatly in- 


| creased, its membership grown. 


Aol bs 
As a further and direct result of said combination and con- 
spiracy, interstate trade and commerce in firearms and related 
technologies is restrained and orevented in such a manner and to 
sucn an extent that plaintiff is not allowed to conduct his busi- 
ness with any one in the industry, even other than defendant(s). 


XIV 


The aforesaid acts, and acts incorvoorated herein from all of 
plaintiff's CAUSES OF ACTION herein, hereinafter and hereinbefore 
complained of, on the part of the defendants were in restraint of 
i trade and did constitute a monovoly and were and are an attempt t 
| monopolize, and by reascn of plaintifr's loss of customers and | 
legitimate protit, anc for other acts forbidden by the anti-trust 
laws, plaintifi was restricted in its trade and competition with 


aa 


the other members of the firearms and related technologies indus- 





try, ali of which was injurious to this plaintiff and excluded 
this oclaintirtt from competition in the trade, and because of such 


inability to compete in the market during the period herein men- 


AR eae apr 


tioned, by reason of the foregoing, it has been damaged in that 
lts provcerty has been lost, its business rendered unprofitable, 
and the orofits of its trade have yet to materialize. 
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WHEREFORE, olainciff demands judgment against the defendants 
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end. €acn Of tném, fOr £ne Sum to oe proved at trial, and icr trep- 


| le damages, together with reasonable counsel fee, besides the 


' costs and dGissursements of this action, that a tempor- y 24S 
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ary restraining order and preliminary injunction may be issued 
out of this Court uron its order directing the defendants, and 
each of them, and their agents, servants and employees, from in 
any manner interfering with the plaintiff in firearms and related , 
technologies, and that after a trial of this cause that said 
injunction may be made perpetual; that a decree issue from the 
Court that the contracts between defendant(s) which tended to 
create a wrongful monopoly in the firearms and related technolo- 
gies industries in the States of California, Connecticut and 
Delaware, is particular, are void, and that all contracts wrong- 


fully entered into between defendant(s) are void. 
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SEVENTY-FPIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
i 


Plainti€i brings this civil action seeking treble camages an 


tv — 


+ injunctive relief for injuries and threatened and continuing in- 


' juries to nis business, proserty and trade caused cy defendants’ 


eS 


2 monopolistic practices, unreasonable comspiraciles and restraints | 
| of trade and other violations of the Sherman and Clayton Acts ee 
VUriSdLCELOnN Of this. Court under 15 USC S815,.26,1,2,13, 18% end 
29 USC Siss7. 
Il 
Plaintiff does hereby incorporate and adopt by reference, 
allegations set forth herein, hereinafter and hereinbefore com- 


rs 


al 
plained of for interference with interstate commerce and auetel 


EL | 
Plaintif= GEORGE A BRONSON.is President of Anchor Internation- 
al, Inec., a California corporation, having its principal place 
of business in Sacramento, California. Plaintiff is a Yale grad- 
uate Inventor and Patent Holder of Record in the United States, 
NATO and other allied countries. Plaintiff is the taventer and 
Patent Bolder of United States Patent No. 3,543,428, autnor and 
owner of proprietary, new, efficient lifesaving technologies se- 
lectively published in "ANCHOR INTERNATIONAL WEAPONS TRAINING 
FIRING MANUAL AND BRONSON STRINGFIRE METHOD", 
IV 
Defendants are found andtransact business in States of Mary=| 
land, Virginia, Delaware, New York, California, Washington,D.C., : 
Connecticut, and elsewhere. Ronald Reagan-3023 | 
v | 
Plaintiff does not know the true names and capacities of aioe 
fendants sued herein as JOHN DOES ONE THROUGH ONE HUNDRED, and | 
therefore sues these defendants, and each of them, by 3uca ficti-| 





tious names for damages caused and proximately caused to piaintilé. 

| 

| | 
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| 
| 
Detencants are: 
- Det. UNITED STATES ARMY, headquarters The Pentagon, 
fashingtcn, D.c., for the Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Aberdeen, | 

| 
| | 
| 2. Det. WINCEESTER-WESTERN DIVISION of the OLIN CORPORATION, 
| 


tamZAzOrTra, “COnnecticuc. 





3. Deft. REMINGTON ARMS DIVISION of the DUPONT DE NEMOURS 


ne ee 











S |lheadcuarters ll Firstfielé Road, Gaithersburs, Maryland. 


|CORPORATION, Wilmington, Delaware. 
| &. Der. rEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, DIRECTORS L.P. GRAY 
locates RUCKELSHAUS, CLARENCE M. XELLEY, headquarters Washington, 

! 5. Def. NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION. o£f AMERICA, 1600 Rhode 
|tsland avenue, N.wW., wWasnington, D.c, 

| 6. Det. LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION or the 
JUNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF SUSTICE, headquarters Washington, D.C. 
| 7. Det. INTERNATICNAL ASSCCIATION OF CHIEFS OF POLICE, _ 


| 
: 8. Def. NATIONAL SHERIZEFS ASSOCIATION, 1250 Connecticut ave- 


Inue, N.W,., Washington, D.C., headquarters. 





9. Defs. NIXON ADMINISTRATICN WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS, 15600 


1 
d 
' 


ennsylvania Avenue, Washington,D.c. 


’ 
i cle eine a ee 
'g 


lO. . Dek. COLT INDUSTRIES, INC., headquarters New York City. 


ll. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ATTORNEY GENERAL EVELLE J. 


| 
\ 


IYOUNGER and GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN, State Capitol, Sacramento, CA. 


ne mee eee ARR gE AS SE Ee SE TS Seat Sa OR, 


! 12, Def. LOS ANGELES CITY AND COUNTY, SHERIFF PETER PITCHESS, 
|LOS ANGELES POLICE CHIEF EDWARD DAVIS, Los Angeles, California. 


13. Def. SACRAMENTO COUNTY, SHERIFF DUANE LOWE, DISTRICT AT_ 
TORNEY JOHN PRICE, 720 - 9th Street, Sacramento, California. 


14. Def. CITY OF SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO POLICE, CHIEF WILLIAM 


ce ee ee ee ee cen 


J, KINNEY, Ronald Reagan-3024 
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15, Def. FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE, OFFICERS CHASTAINE, 


a 
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and SNELSON, Sacramento, California. © | | 


16. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL, 





| COMMESSTONER GLENDON B. CRAIG, headquarters Sacraments, California 











L7, Deft. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE POLICE, OFFICERS WESTON | 


and SHERWOCD, CHIEF GUY R. OATES, headquarters Sacramento, CA. 


J 


18. Def. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., 


MARC POCHE, State Capitol, Sacramento, California. 


VI 
The acts herein alleged to have done by defendants have re- 
sulted in the restraining of interstate commerce in Washington, 
D.C., Quantico, Virginia, Sacramento, California, Los Angeles, 
California, and elsewhere, and have tended to, and actually creat- 
ed a monopoly in the line of interstate commerce within these 


areas and “elsewhere; and plaintiff herein has been injured in his 





business and property by reason of the doing of those acts in vio- 


lation of the anti-trust laws. 
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The predominant manufacturing and sale of firearms and re- 
lated technologies takes place in the States of Connecticut and 


Massachusetts. The distribution of firearms and related technolo- 





gies is accomplished in offices located at various strategic 


points in the United States, variously known as "gunshops, hard- 


| 
| 
{ 
| 
| ware stores", etc. Both the manufacture and distribution of fire 
| arms and its related technologies involve the transportation of 3 

‘| 
| firearms and related technologies in interstate commerce, and in- | 


vyolve and constitute interstate commerce. 
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are called “license agreements", and grant to the licensee the 
right to manufacture and/or sell under "license agreement" said 
firearm(s) “line". The "license agreement" provides for the man~ 


Vili 
Normally contracts for firearms manufacture and/or deliverie 
ufacture and/or delivery of the firearm(s) "line" to the == 


terms thereof. These license agreements provide for the compen- 
sation which shall be paid to the licensee, which may be a fixed 
amount or a percentage or some other arrangement. The manufac- 
turer or his representative normally solicits from the licensee . 


the license agreement. 


IX 
Defendants WINCHESTER WESTERN/OLIN and REMINGTON ARMS/DUPONT 
are substantial and dominant manufacturers of rifles and shotguns. 
Defendant COLT is a substantial and dominant manufacturer of pis- 
tols, and-the prime contractor and manufacturer of the U.S% 
ARMY infantry rifle, the M-16. There are smaller manufacturers 
and sellers of firearms, many of whom manufacture under sub-con- 


tracts to defendants WINCHESTER, REMINGTON, COLT, and others. 


x 


Defendants control the release and distribution of each of 
his "line" of firearms, and it is impossible to successfully oper 
ate a "gun shop, hardware store, sporting goods store", etc.,par-~ 


distributor-retailer. "License agreements" are normally made for 
one year, renewable, are in writing, and in each instance signed 
by the manufacturer or his representative and licensee under the 
ticularly in a city like Sacramento, without obtaining at least 


° of the defendant's firearms "lin 
pt Ronald peak: -3026 
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From 1968 forward, plaintiff organized a California corpora~ 


tion, and after being granted United States Patent No. 3,543,428, | 
"Rifle Forestock", proceeded to develop iists of clients, fire- 
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| destroying plaintiff's and any one else's business. Among the 


things defendants did are the following; 


. : : gt gr ne Ale eS i ee oa Z S ist, : : soe - Sa i; 2 
2 it. . ecae 2 “uy dog, Me awe o My 7 ‘s . : . i & s : ue ale: Poe 
. mt mS ae eens - ¢, we : Se 
% ce 7 ES ; i : 
. : ; : ” ; 
bass : : Lo 


arms mManuracturers, and 


rH 


manufacturing and/or sal 


al 


@ 


of plaintiff BRONSON's newly patented 


technolocy, and pla: invested sums to that end. 
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etail dealers, with whom to license the.| . 
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The defendants, well knowing each and all of the above facts, 


thereby entered into a conspiracy with each other to prevent plain- 


tizi's "rifle forestack” and related technologies from being suc 
cessfully licensed, manufactured, sold or used, and to destroy | 
tne entire value of plaintiff's "rifle forestock" patent and re- 

lated tachnologies, and to destroy plaintiff's investment, and to 
force plaintiff to lose his benefits from grant of seventeen (17) 
years of patent protection, by preventing plaintiff or any other 

person desiring to "license" with plaintiff from having access to 


defendants! "lines" of firearms, distributed by them in interstat 


commerce, nere cescribed, so that for want or lack of such "Lines", 


any user/licensee of plaintiff's firearms technologies and "rifle 
forestock" would be compelled to sell his and plaintiff's busines 


at a sacrifice and great loss. : 
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To that end, and for that purpose, the defandants connived 


anc conspired with each other to do and make, and pursuant to the 
conspiracy did and made, the fcllowing acts and contracts, all of 
which were done and made for the purpose of preventing the plain- 


;tilf or any one else from license, manufacture or sale of plain- 


ifi’s "rifle forestock” and related technologies, and thereby 


1. Defendants negotiated, and caused to be negotiated, for 


2, Defendants negotiated, and caused to be negotiated, for 
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ineffective M-16 infan- 
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the year beginning 1971 to present, illegal campaign contributiona 





pe the NIXON ADMINISTRATION to make it impossible for plaintiff 
to license or in any way conduct business with the UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT AND any agency thereof. 

3. Defendants negotiated, and caused to be effected under 
threat of losing a “line" of firearms, suppression and nonlinen- 
Sing of plaintiff's technologies from among retail dealers. 

4. Defendants negotiated, and caused to be effected, from 
political or funding blackmail acts, state, county and city govern- 


ments’ suppression and nonimplementation of plaintiff's new life- 


Zt 
28 


29 


t> 
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|}illegal. and warrantless wiretapping of plaintiff, and the defen- 


|| License with plaintifi and thereby destroy plaintiff's business. 


Dee and as a result thereof, 


saving firearms technologies. 


5. Defendants negotiated, and caused to be effected,the 


libel, slander and discrediting of plaintiff in his professional 


reputation in the firearms industry and elsewhere. 


6. Defendants negotiated, and caused to be effected, the 


assault, batter, handcuffing, strangulation, false imprisonment, 


false arrest, illegal search and seizure, etc., of plaintiff as 


nerein, hereinafter, and hereinbefore complained of. 


7. Defendants negotiated, and caused to be effected, the 


dant FBI disconnection of and disrupting plaintiff's business 


telephone communications, particularly within the firearms indus- 
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Each and all of those acts were conceived and carried out 


with the sole purpose of preventing any person from license agree 


ments with plaintiff by threatening the loss of firearms "lines", 


so that no potential licessee would want to deal or enter into 
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These acts and conspiracy on the part of the defendants were 
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ootain suificient interest to license successfully, and was not 
able to license as plaintiff otherwise would, and could have, and 


plaintifi cecame and was financially embarrassed and scaled-down 
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4 tne overation of nis business. 
> AVI 
6 Each and every one of the acts of the defendants hereinbe-~ 
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fore alleged, were each and all intended to be by the defendants, 


| 

. 

| 

: 

8 aig were conceived and carried out for that purpose, and were in 
restraint of trade and commerce among the states in the United 
States, ane constituted, and were intended by them, and were in 
effect, a combination and conspiracy in restraint of trade and 
commerce among the several states, in that they were intended to 

and did prevent the plaintiff and any verson from entering into 
contracts or licensing agreements for firearms and related tech- 
nologies; and each and every one of said acts were in violation 
of said Sherman Anti-trust Act sad the Clayton Anti-trust Act, 
and do and did create and produce ang constituted a monopoly, 

3 } | | 


ig }Oiize the cistribution, manufacture, sale and license of firearms 


18 | ana were intended to, and had the effect of an attempt to, monod- | 
| | 


99 || and related technologies in the United States, all of which was 
a1 and is injurious. to plaintiff, and prevented plaintiff from either 


Pe using his "rifle forestock" and related technologies, or licensing 


tJ 
U3 


the Same, as plaintifg. could and would have Gone, except because 


or said conspiracy; and because of ane inability to compete in 









25 ithe market by reason et the. foregoing, the said acts and each of 
26 '\them did vorevent the free flow of "rifle forestocks" and related 
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firearms and related technologies industries in the States of 


wrongfully entered into between defendants, and each of them, 


‘teu 


nologies successfully; and the years since issuance of vatent, 


and the value of plaintiff's investment in said “rifle forestock" 


ee 


and related technologies was wholly destroyed, and plaintiff has 


been damaged in amounts to be proved at trial, and as incorporated 


| 


herein under DAMAGES from page 274. 


XVIII 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff prays judgment against the defendants, 
and against each of then, for damage and sums to be proved at 
trial, for treble damages, as provided by said Clayton Amendment 
to said Sherman Anti-trust Act, together with a reasonable coun- 
sel fee, and besides the costs and disbursements of this action; 
that a temporary restraining order and preliminary iniunetion may 
be issued out of this Court upon its order directing the defen- 
dants, and each of them, and their agents, servants and employees, 
from in any manner interfering with the plaintiff in firearms 


and related technologies, and that after a trial of this cause 


that said injunction may be made perpetual; that a decree issue 


E£rom the Court that the conspiracies and contracts between de- 


fendant(s) which tended to create a wrongful monopoly in the 


California, Connecticut, and Delaware, in particular, and else- 


where, are null and void, and that all conspiracies and contracts 


are null and void. = =~——_ Ronald Reagan-3030 
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Defendants, and each of them, in plaintiff BRONSON's FIRST 
through SEVENTY-FIFTH CAUSES OF ACTION and incorporated herein, 


wrongfully exceeded their scope of employment and did not use 


Se ee ned 
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due care toward plaintiff. Defendants, and each of them, at all 
times ooerated"within the authority of employment and, therefore,: 
in one sense operated “within scoove of emoloyment" but at the 
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same time wrongfully exceeded and wrongfully abused the legal 
scope of employment: which the Court is asked to note. | 
At no time can officials, federal, state or other, act ille- 
gally and damaging to others and legally and genuinely be "within, 
the scope of employment"; paweces from the days of John Edgar | 
Hoover and the FBI's Origination of this "scope of employment" 
idea to protect FBI agents, the public at large is stuck with a 
double entendre in legal phraseology and the Court is asked to 
most carefully differentiate between being on the job "8 hours 

a day" and operating legally and honestly in that same "8 hours 

@a day". 

From the days of the Watergate scandals, of which this case 
is an aftermath, various federal officials tried to evade the 
responsibility of the law by this “within ive scope of employ- 
wene idea... On the one hand they tried to say that federal : 
‘agencies and higher officials and the United States itself were | 
not liable, that only the individual can be sued for not iad 
within the se5pe cf employment. 

Rephrased, American Constitutional Justice is a fraud if 
federal, state and erat officials can operate illegally, wrong -| 
fully and against American Justice, damaging citizens, and claim 
they overate within the scope of eqpilcuiedts The True Law is 
that when an official or agency performs or functions in a compe- 
tent lawful manner with due care, under the law, then they have 
some substance to stating that they are doing Government *s good 


work by law and therefore are not prosecutable. 


But as soon as they become corrupt, damaging, extra legal, 
conspiratorial, outside and exceeding the law, they are not 


immune from prosecution and statutes so state, and plaintiff so 
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fraud, corruption, malice, and conspiracy and acts in viola-, 
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charges the defendants named herein, and each of them, and others 
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pernsacory and pbunitive damages, injunctions, 


and temporary restraining orders, and 


* 


as is deemed just and proser iv 


costs of which 


damages, com- 
permanent injunce- 


for such other 
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ORE, plaintiff prays for a joint and several judgment | 


'S 


3 -against defendants, and each of them, for all causes of action ! 
‘herein complained of, as foliows: 
1. For general damages in the sum of FORTY SEVEN MILLION 


“DOLLARS ($47,000,000.00) ; 


- 
ce = 


2. For medical and allied expenses and impairment of 
| earning capacity according to proof; 

2, For punitive damages in the sum of THIRTY MILLION 
POLLARS ($30;,000,000,.00); 


4. For eosts of litigation incurred herein; and 
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5. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem 
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if just and prover. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 


“he plaintiff in the herein entitled civil action requests 


oP em a ig nes eae eet a 


sia trial by jury as guaranteed by the Seventh Amendment to the 
I 


| Constitution of the United States and as provided by Federal 
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Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 38. 
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‘ECUTED: Mav 10, 1978, at Sacramento, California. 


Lege A. BRONSON | 
dy PLAINTIFF IN PROPRIA PERSONA 2 
Post Office Box 588 : 
Sacramento, California 95803 | 
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VERIFICATION 
I, GEORGES 3. BRONSON, the undersigned, declare under 


penalty of perjury that I am the olaintiff in the within 


AMENDED COMPLAINT (CONSPIRACIES AND ACTS IN VIOLATION OF 
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS AND CIVIL RIGHTS, ANTI-TRUST LAWS; UN- 
LAWFUL INTERFERENCE WITH BUSINESS AND TRADE RELATIONS; ASSAULT, 
BATTERY, MAYHEM AND ATTEMPTED MURDER, MISUSE OF POLICE POWER, 
FRAUD, LIBEL, SLANDER, ILLEGAL TELEPHONE INTERFERENCE AND 
WIRETAPS, UNLAWFUL SEIZURE AND IMPRISONMENT, CONSPIRACY TO 
OBSTRUCT JUSTICE; DAMAGE TO BUSINESS PROPERTY, INCOME, REPU- 
TATION, TRADE; CONSPIRACY IN THE COMMISSION OF FEDERAL FUNDING 
BLACKMAIL,.), that I am familiar with the contents thereof, 

and that the contents are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 


EXECUTED on May 10, 1978, at Sacramento, California. 


COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO } 


On this the l0th day of Mav, 1978, before me, the undersigned Notary 
Public appeared versonally, GEORGE A. BPCNSON, knewn to me to be 

the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and 
acknowledged that he executed the same for the purnoses therein ~ 
contained. 


IN WITNESS WHERECF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal. 
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COPSTCIUNE Aa 
val HERMAN SILLAS OREN hb 
United States Attorney PLE? 
2 
JAMES S. JOINER JUN 26 1978 
3 Assistant U. S. Attorney 
et U. s GiSTRICT COURT 
4 2058 Federal Building NN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
650 Capitol Mall s eee 
5 Sacramento, California 95814 
Telephone (916) 440-2425 
6 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
7 | United States of America 
8 — | UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
10 pel 
Pe Ae ae 
11 GEORGE A. BRONSON, ) rage? ON ~The Poy 
SEAS ty 
12 Plaintiff, ) 
) 
13 Vv. ) CIVIL NO. S-76-447-PCW 
) 
14 THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 
et al., ) NOTICE OF MOTION AND 
15 ) MOTION TO DISMISS 
Defendants. ) 
16 ) 
_ ) 
17 
18 TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 
19 Notice is hereby given that on August 28, 1978 
20 at 10:00 a.m. or as soon thereafter as the matter may be 
21 heard, in Courtroom No. 2 of the United States District Court 
22 for the Eastern District of California, 650 Capitol Mall, 
23 Sacramento, California, defendant The United States of 
24 America, will move the Court to dismiss the above-captioned 
- 25, | Amended Complaint for failure to comply with Rule 8 of the 
20 i Federal Ruies of Civil Procedure. 
27 MOTION TO DISMISS 
28 The United States of America hereby moves the 
29 Court for an Order dismissing plaintitff's Amended Complaint 
30 in the above-captioned matter for failure to comply with 
ol Rule 8 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
32 io | or. i-1- 
‘fan ‘Y tye it» ~ yoy io CL At 
Ce sttie We ae ae Aas ; Ronald Reagan-3039 
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HERMAN SILLAS 


United States Attorney JUL 5 1978 
JAMES S. JOINER CLERK, U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
Assistant U. S. Attorney EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


BY ey CLERK 
2058 Federal Building 
650 Capitol Mall 
oacramento, California 95814 
Telephone (916) 440-2425 


Actorneys for the Defendant 
ited States of America 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


autho. ae . me 
HEREIN IS UNCLASST Fig, 


GEORGE A. BRONSON, DADE S 
VATE oI BY | 





PIANC, 





405 192, 


Ve CIVIL NO. S-76-447-PCW 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
et al., 


REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
OF TIM: 


Defendants. 


Nee Nome” Se See Sel See” “tee See Seagetl Sot Set See? 


Pursuant to F.R.Civ.P. 6(b) (1) it is hereby requeste 
that the following persons be granted an extension of time 
in which to present a responsive filing in the above-cap- 
tioned case. 

This request is not made by the United States 
Attorney's Office in any capacity as attorney of record or 
attorney in fact on behalf of the persons listed. Each’ of 
the persons listed has requested representation by the United 


es Department of Justice. The Department of Justice 


{ 


has requested reports on the allegations in plaintiff's 
Complaint which,when received, will provide the basis for 

a gecteesn concerning representation. The purpose of this 
request is solely to enable the Department of Justice 
sufficient time to make such a decision. Thus, this request 
is not intended to be, nor should be, construed as a waiver 


—j— 
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1 | Of any rights, defenses or jurisdictional requirements. 


2 Those persons who are the subject of this request 
3 are: Clarence Snelson 

4 General Alexander Haig 

5 William Ruckleshaus 

6 Clarence Kelley 


L. Patrick Gray 


Leon Jaworski 


OO 


Dwayne Keyes 
10 Donald Heller 


11 James Chastaine 


rH kel ie A AeA: Mier) Mie EE PMS = Ras ftp =f me paged = eienntaenpenerspe pe pean 


12 Leroy Clemons 


13 Walter Smith 


14 Steven Greer 


15 DATE: June 29, 1978 


16 HERMAN SILLAS 
United STates Attorney 
17 | 


“~~ 


oo 


Pee sane ' ~L Bee 
Cppamed nf. ae 
UAMES S. JOINER 
> . 
Assistant U. S. Attorney 


18 
19 
— 20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
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4 
5 
6 
@ 
g UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
" aufhe e  e 
rT GEORGE A. BRONSON, ) ee + ( oe 0 | 
12 Plaintiff, oe = 
13 V. CIVIL NO. S-76-447-PCW 
14 THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
et al., ) 
15 ) ORDER 
Defendants. ) 
16 ) 
, seus: _) 
17 
18 ft is hereby ordered that the following persons 
19 may tile a response to plaintiff's Amendea Complaint on 
20 July 31, 1978, or ten (10) days after a decision by the 
2) United States Department of Justice concerning representation, 
22 whichever date shall come first. 
23 General Alexander Haig Steven Greer 
24 William Rucklehaus Clarence Snelson 
25 Clarence Kelley | Walter Smith 
26 L. Patrick Gray Leroy Clemons 
27 Leon Jaworski. James Chastaine 
28 Dwayne Keyes Donald Heller 
29 Said persons are required to file a response by July 31, 19878 
30 or sooner Since said date is the final date for filing a 
31 motion pursuant to Local Rule of Practice 113{b) to be heard 
32 titty 


FORM O8D-93. 
8-8-73 
Formerly LA4S-99 
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U.S.GPO: 1375-573 -935 


1 on August 28, 1978, the date designated by this Court for 
2 hearing various motions by defendants. 


3 DATE: 





PHILIP C., WILKINS 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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Form No. USA-20 
(Rev. 10-9-58) 


CaRvVTEICAm™ OF SERYICH 


EORGE A. BRONSON, ) 


Plaintiff, -) 


S-76-447-PCW.'- 


BY MATL 


ae on | “CIVIL NOs 
‘HE UNITED STATES OF -y : oe: : 
MERICA, et al., + | - 
| . Defendants) : 
The undersigned hereby certifies that che is an employee in the 
OP2ice of the United States Actorney for the Eastern . District 
of California ena is a verson of such ege and discretion 
as to be competent to serve papers. 
That on duly 6, 1378 she served a copy of the attached 
Roques? POR AY BAT LO Om Ee er OLY BOs S-76-447-PCw | 
» ORDER , 
by placing sald copy in e postpaid envelope addressed to the person(s) 
hereinafter naned, et the plece(s) end address(es) stated below, which 
is/are the last known address(es), and by depositing said envelope and 
contents in the United States Mall at Sacramento, California. 
Adé@ressee(s): ; 
George A. Bronson Major @. Richardson 
P.. Os -BOx: 568 Arrny JAG | 
Sacramento, CA 95804 Office Of The Judge Advocate 
General 
arryl Doke, Esq. Washington, D. C. 
Deputy Attorney General = 
State of California Mike McCrystle 
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350 Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Sacramento, CA 95814 2800 Cottage Way 
pacramento, California 
Westley & Callahan : : 
300 University Avenue hr. Steven Greer % 
Suite 207 2257 Hurley Way, Apt. #755 
Sacramento, CA 95825 sacramento, California 95825. 
Mike Twibell Lr, Dwayne Keyes 
ad. Edgar Hoover Bldg. Sua Ge ik oa Connors bide. 
DOS. Room 7348 1100 West Shaw Avenue 


Washington, D. CG. 20535 
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Fresno, California 95711 


CERTTRTCATE OF SERVICE  - MALS 
Addressees ~ Continued 


Me Donald Heller 
1220 H Street, Suite 201 
pacramento, California 95814 


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher 
515 South Flower Street 
bos Angeles, California 90071 


Mr. Walter W. Smith 
7406 Sagemount Way 
Citrus Heights, California 95610 
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ORIGINAL i 
i . 
: | CLERK, U.S. DIST. COURT 4 
| Eastern District of California 3 
3 ; be 
i S: 
| : 
: o£ 
sy : | | S 
6 | | i 
| Bee 
3 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Dy 
9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA boo 
19 | RY AY WRK ie oe AW CONTE YE | ao 
| Cer prey = 
11 GEORGE A. BRONSON, ) - SAR Tania. ke 
) 4% A3 - 
12 | Plaintiff, ) A 
} ; : z, 
) = 
13 ! Vv. ) Civ. No. S-76-447 PCW fe 
| | | ob 
14 |UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) + 
15 ! ) = 
Defendants. ) ee 
| ee ee ;: op 
Le | MEMORANDUM AND ORDER | H 
iW | The above-entitied action, filed in pro per, consists} E 
| ir 
18 of a two hundred and ninety-one (291) page "Amended Complaint," b 
19 lalleging 75 causes of action against more than 50 defendants. . 
a9 | Plaintiff seeks $77,000,000 in damages for violation of his ! 4 
| : 
24 !civil rights, as well as injunctive relief against alleged | a 
: ay 
ai i 
22 ;antitrust violations. All defendants, by their respective 
| 
99 }attorneys, have made various motions to dismiss the amended 5 
| a 
oy ; complaint pursuant to Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of Civil : 
| ce 
OF Procedure (FRCP), as well as to dismiss for failure to comply LS 
a5 nae Rule 8. These motions were heard at the Court's Le 
57 | August PO 2973 Calenger. | ce 
| | : 
92 | Although the Rule 12 motions are based on differing 4 
29 ee for each of the defendants, the asserted Rule 8 viola- ‘ 
35 [on as a ground for dismissal is a common thread linking all : { 
a i the defendants. After thorough consideration of the eilenaense = 
a i: 
ae |multitudinous briefs, and oral presentations at the calendar F 
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1 , hearing, the Court is of the opinion that the amended complaint 


“must be dismissed for failure to comply with Rule 8. However, 


2 ; 
i 
3 i the Court will grant plaintiff leave to further amend his 
i | 
4 | complaint, subject to certain legal ground rules more fully 


detailed below. 

It would appear from the amended complaint ee 
plaintiff's basic grievance stems from his inability i gain 
recognition and utilization of his firearm invention by the 
militery or any law enforcement agency. Plaintiff alleges that 
10 all the defendants he has sued are engaged in a massive 


conspiracy to deprive the nation of his invention, and that 


ep eerie sep erga el ale er ET NAR Pr EEE iS Si SES fitiniiET wa Seer Sar Scare nea Sr) 


re ES a As a eee i TD SAE em hE == ALN CERES SR HSS wr ee Ss el Ee re aH ee Cee any war See 


UL 

12 these defendants have used virtually everything at their | 
13 disposal (from verbal threats to police pursuit planes) to 

if | narass and intimidate plaintiff and cover up their own misdeeds. 


Plaintiff's basic grievance aside, the amended 
complaint in its present 291 page form is a gross and excessive 


abuse of process, so out of harmony with FRCP Rule 8 that a 


fut 
Oi 


ht eo a, oe he denn A en Oe QI ae rl SD i pe lt 


proper examination of it merits or defects is nearly impossible. 


However, after a laborious reading of. the entire document, the 


Court has been able to note the following: 


ben 
> 





20 
| (a) "Cause of Action" numbers 30 to 5l are virtually | 
Zs | | 
' identical to numbers 1 through 22 (i.e., the former appear to | 
22 { | | 
be xerox copies of the latter, with only occasional minor word | 
23 : | 
enanGes) 7 
As 3 : 2 
(b) "Cause of Action" numbers 52 through 60 are com- 
ER teve repetitive, though not exact copies, of earlier causes | 
28 : . 
tf of action; 
27 . 
(c) constant allegations of conspiracy, and the 
23 - : : 
incorporation by reference of every cause of action into every | 
On { 


. . 
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other make it virtually impossible for each individual defen- | 
dant to determine what specific unlawful acts are alleged to | 
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plaintiff's action; and | | | | 
2p | 
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ae 


' Clusory manner) is confusing and puts an unfair burden upon th 


j 4 (a) the ombination of numerous le. | theories ina 
i 7 | 
. single cause of action (and often pleaded in a vague, con- 
| 
| 
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defendants to determine which factual allegation applies to 


4. 
Z which theory. : 
| Given this state of the pleadings, plaintiff has to 

clearly failed to comply with the requirements of FRCP Rule R 


8{a) and 8(e) with regard to his amended complaint. The Court 


i Ho aE Ae eee ne ge eta Yr Saar ai Nr arr Rm Ay Ate 


will therefore order the amended. complaint dismissed. Agnew a 
Mocdv, 330 F.2d 868 (9th Cir. 1964), cert. denied, 379 U.S. 


867; Corcoran v. Yorty, 347 F.2d 222 (9th Cir. 1965). The 
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Court will, however, grant plaintiff leave to file a Second 


ee Se Pais tite Ee Saabs SOT ment - et oe 
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Amended Complaint within 60 days, and to serve the new complaint 
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/ upon all named defendants. 
14 | 
a astie 
ie To insure, aS much as possible, plaintiff's compli-~ 4 
> | . 
| | ance with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court wat eS 
16 | 
: take the following actions in the remainder of this ienoeanaan| .? 
17 | g 
{and Order: é 
ie ! | | | 
a A. Eliminate certain portions of the instant amended i 
1p | . | a 
ll complaint with prejudice, those portions containing defects i 
Zi) | ; = 
| not curable by amendment. Plaintiff's suit is over with rosa E 
22 | | 2 
| i to such claims and parties dismissed with prejudice, and any 
22 | | | | 3 
new complaint plaintiff files in this action should refrain | 2 
23 | : | | ok 
| from their mention; and : | 
B. Provide plaintiff with a set of legal ground [ 
: 
aD 


rules to follow in the drafting of his new complaint. Failure 
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to observe these rules may subject plaintiff to Orders striking 
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portions of the new complaint or dismissing the entire action 


with prejudice. 


ho 
~ 


a _- Ee et tee ae ee 


' 
4 
t 
: : WEEE YE RET Oe ee a LORE PE TE Te OF 
LEMP ELLE TEL TOME I 
« tow tae wots Se C oh ‘ . 
, 


IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the motions of all 


e3 
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defendants to dismiss the amended compalint, filed May 12, 1978, 
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for failure to comply with FRCP Rule 8 be, and the same hereby , 
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1 : IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff shall have | 
I 
8 ' 60 days to file and serve (through the Marshal's office) a 
3 , "Second Amended Complaint" that conforms to Rule 8 and to the | a 
ce | ground rules laid out in this Memorandum and Order. 
¥ . be 
: : I? IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff's FRCP Rule 5 | f° 
| , 7 | | Be 
5 ;motion, presently set for October 10, 1978, be vacated as E 
| ee ‘ bong 
7 | prenature. | fs 
boo 
g A. Dismissals with prejudice: beg 
| aT tn ) URS 
o | 1. Plaintiff's instant amended complaint does | | ca 
19 ‘not, nor could it be amended to, state a class-based invidiously oa 
{ . : ; j | nn 
i : be 
11 |discriminatory animus. Such an allegation is required to state oie 
12 a cause of action under 42 U.S.C. §1985. Griffin v. Brecken- os 
13 I xidge, 91 S.ct. 1790 (1971). Therefore, any claim based upon 4 
'§1985 is hereby dismissed with prejudice, pursuant to FRCP e 
14 i : be, 
| | fe 
a 


the interrelated, dependent §1986 claim is also hereby dis- 


Mpa do 


missed with prejudice. Dowsey v. Wilkins, 467 F.2d 1022, 1026 


(Stn Cir. 1972) 


a aes 


ee “fs PASTS ore 


| 
| 
12(b) (6). Because of a failure to establish any §1985 right, | 
| 
t 
| 
| 


ay a 


2. Plaintiff's instant amended complaint does 
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not, nor could it be amended to, state a racial basis behind 
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any alleged discrimination. Such an allegation is required to | 
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es state a cause of action under 42 U.S.C. §1981l. Arnold v. ! k 
a “Tiffany, 359 F.Supp. 1034 (C.D. Cal. 1973), aff'd., 487 F.2d | 4 
: “fans, cert. denied, 415 U.S. 984; Gradillas v. Hughes Aircraft ! 3 
" | Sie 18 F.Supp. 865, 867 (D.Ariz. 1975). Therefore, any | Ne 
_ claim based upon §1981 is hereby dismissed with prejudice, | a 
“ | pursuant to FRCP 12(b) (6). | | a 
“ ! | 3. The applicable statute of limitations to | in 
" federal civil rights actions is the three year period of | : 
ot a 
es California Code of Civil Procedure §338(1) ("action upon a L 
~ oes created by statute"). Smith v. Cremins, 308 F.2d : b 
a | Pe (Stn Cir. 1962)" The only act which defendant Western : | b 
: * 
~ | union is accused of participating in occurred on April a a 
T PT-85 12-83-75 se | ( 
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| (see, amended complaint, pp.76, 183, 226). Since the original | 





‘ complaint was filed in this Court on August 20, 1976, after 
i 


bits aaa ates ee 
PON REBT PELTON 


eb age iz 4 


i. the running of the applicable 3 year statute of limitations, 


‘ 


aie Since 


' the action must be, and hereby is, dismissed with prejudice as 


ed pee 


to defendant Western Union. 


Pa ee oe 


| 

| . | 

| 4. %In light of this applicable 3 year statute . 
| 

! 


1of limitations, all civil rights allegations in this action. 


| 
| 


O 


ccurring prior to August 20, 1973 are hereby dismissed with 


‘ 
OORT eT AES RPE A, AIT EE TTT 






prejudice. 





IT IS SO ORDERED. 


B. Legal ground rules: 
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Ll. Any new complaint must satisfy FRCP Rules 


} 


8(a) and 8(e). Plaintiff is also directed to take note of the 


E vie wy 


pleading-drafting language of Rules 12(e) and 12(f). 


Samper entero apey 
Lape tgee t 


2. Any new complaint must state its claims with 


rey 
’ ve aan 


. 
EE eR 
ne a ah pte SE at A RE NR EE ce AE ie 


Pa a pis Pee i ye Sy he I i a: aS an 


Finley v. Rittenhouse, 415 F.2d 1186 (9th Cir. 1969). 

3. Any allegations of conspiracy must include 
the sueee ce ene in furtherance thereof. Sykes v. State of 
California, 497 F.2d 197, 200 (9th Cir. 1974). 


4. Any new complaint must omit all "John Doe" 


ree sg _ TF rT EN Tea map aN te EE NE Ee Ne ED 
2 Epes awe ee ; hie $ oe tat ze betsy Fi: att = "s wha’ af Soe 


TsVa en gee ee 


a 


defendants. Tolefree v. Ritz, 382 F.2d 566, 567 (9th Cir. 


gc ep a a A SCAG ESP SA PE PIS ES SC TE ONO SE 
* 


nn a ee ee te ee th ee ne a eee An oe 


1967). 
5. Plaintiff should supply affidavits under i 
penalty of perjury, if he can, showing specific contacts of 


non-resident defendants in the State of California. so as to 
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support personal jurisdiction over these defendants. (Such 
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defendants include Alexander Haig, William Ruckelshaus, Leon 


* 
a Fa RE am AT a RON A 
LTO SEER I PORTER eT TTT m 


ffs 


Jaworski, L. Patrick Gray, and Clarence Kelley; also Colt 


te A RAPED ES 
a 


| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
3 
factual specificity and not in a conclusory fashion. See, | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Industries Inc., National Sheriffs’ Association, and I.A.C.P.) 


This Court is not bound by plaintiff's pleadings in determining 


YF dp 


ths ry, 
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personal jurisdiction; rather, the party asserting jurisdiction 
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e+ ete 
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has the burden of establishing it if his allegations are 
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J challenged in an appropriate manner (as they are here by | : 
% affidavits of certain defendants). Taylor v. Portland Para- : 
8 | mount Corporation, 383 F.2d 634, 639 (9th Cir. LIGL); Uston v. : 
4 “Grand Resorts, Inc., 564 F.2d 1217 (9th Cir. 1977). In regara : 
5 : to the above listed non-resident individual federal defendants |! : 
6 | plaintifs should demonstrate, if he cane forum-related acts — 
" | personally committed by each individual. see, Kipperman v. | o 
a : McCone, 422 F.Supp. 860, 873 (N.D. Cal. 1976). Failure to | p 
9 | establish personal jurisdiction over any non-resident defendant & 
10 will subject plaintiff's action to a dismissal with prejudice | : 
| t e 
11 with respect to such defendant. | 9 
ie | 6. eg proper civil motions related to this | Z 
45 | action must be noticed pursuant to ca? Rule 113(b) and (e), | : 
14 ~ not merely requested in ie body of a points and authorities iE 
15 pene : 
e : IT IS SO ORDERED. F 
17 | | DATED: august V7, 1978. ! : | 
= | UDGE : 
‘ 
ai | : 
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THE JNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
at al 
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Defendants. 





BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS 
a EN EO 


I 


Plaintiff Cannot Meet Its Burden 
of Proving Personal Jurisdiction. 
a encanta L JULTSACtion. 


Plaintiff has made brief reference to 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1391(e) in support of his contention that the Court has 
personal jurisdiction over all defendants in this matter, 
while it remains unclear whether plaintiff is individually 
suing defendants Haig, Ruckelshaus, Jaworski, Gray and 
Kelley, each of these defendants dispute the applicability 
of § 1391 (e). 
in the recent case of Driver v. Helms, _ geass 
(ist Cir, 1978), No. 77-1482, plaintifé sought to apply 
§ 1391(e) to former government officials. The court 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA'S REPLY TO 
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stated very clearly: 

We do not, however, find any indication 

in the statute itself or in the legis-~ 

lative history that former officials 

were meant to be included. We are not 

alone in this conclusion. See Kipperman 

v. McCone, 422 F. Supp. 8650, 876 (N.D. 

Cal. 1976); Wu_v. Keeney, 3384 F. Supp. 

ll61, 1168 (D.C. Dist. 1974). (Emphasis 

added) Id., at 4, 

As discussed in the United States’ opening brief, 
plaintiff has the burden of establishing jurisdiction. 
In the present matter, that simply cannot be done. 
Messrs. Ruckelshaus, Gray, Jaworski and Kelley are former 
government officials. General Haig was not yet Commander 
of NATO at the time of the allegedly improper conduct. 
Thus, the Amended Complaint should be dismissed with 
respect te defendants Haig, Ruckelshaus, Jaworski, Kelley, 
and Gray, 

DATED: August 21, 1978 


HERMAN STLLAS 
United States Attorney 


By | 
JAMES S$. JOINER 
Assistant U.S. Attorney 


Attorneys for the Defendant 
United States of America 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MATL, 
a aoe 


GEORGE A, BRONSON, ) 
PlaineLee, ) 
Vs 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, et ats, 
Defendants, Civil No. §-76-447-pcw 
) 


The undersigned hereby certifies thatShe is an employee in the 
Office of the United States Attorney for the Eastern District 
of California and is a person of such age and discretion 


a8 to be competent to serve papers. 


That on August bly es She served a copy of the attached 


-——- =e. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA'S REPLY TO BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS | 


1. a mee eek 


by placing saia copy in a postpaid eCuvelope addressed to the person(s) 
ereaitina +a ee o.bne 
tereinafter named, at the Place(s) ana address(es) stated below, which 


is/ere the last known address(es), and by depositing said Envelope and 


convents in the United States Mail at Sacramento, California, 


| Diepenbrock, Wulff, Plant & 
Addressee(s):+ | Hannegan | 


oT RS OS ce ROD OF OS Ok ol oe os we ls eee - 


: 455 Capitol Mall, Suite 800 
oe Sacramento, CA 95814 
ing om Dean | John H, Larson, Co. Counsel | 


County of Los Angeles 


Darryl Doke, Esq. 648 Hall of Administration 


Stote of een tey  conaral 500 West Temple ae 

555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350 Los Angeles, CA 9001 ! 

sacramento, CA 95814 Bolling, Pothoven, Walter & Gawthrop' 

Porter, Scott, Weiberg & 555 University Avenue | 
Delehant Sacramento, CA 95825 ; 


300 University Ave., Suite 207 | a 
sacramento, CA Vantassell, Fornasero & Vantassell 
917 G Street 


Sacramento, CA 95814 


' 


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher 


| 
| 


515 South Flower Street 3 : Reese ae 
tos Angeles, CA 90071 1766 BARS nal Eabetorney 

: 200 North Main Street 
Ramsey, Scott & Morrison Los Angeles, CA 90012 i 


Siceenente Gh onais 


SAL 8 55096080, DIANA BERRY 
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Assistant U. S. Attorney CLERK, U. S. pisT. CO 


Fastern District of California 


2058 Federal Building 

650 Capitol Mall 

Sacramento, California 95814 
Telephone (916) 440-2425 


Attorneys for the Defendant 
United States of America 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICI OF CALIFORNIA 


ATS, ANB ORAS pee wes 


* ae a ae ae ; 
ame PUN DEC oe A ella 
toa te ta es - . 


GEORGE A. BRONSON, 





Plaintiff, 
Vs CIVIL NO. S-76-447-PcW 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
et al., 


NOTICE OF MOTIO™ 
AND MOTION TO DISMISS 


Defendants. 


See See? Senet? Soest Nenu Semel Noes Net Nee See Smet ae! 


NOTICE OF MOTION 

TO: PLAINTIFF GEORGE BRONSON: 

Notice is hereby given that on August 28, 1978, 
at Courtroom Number 2 for the Fastern District of California, 
650 Capitol Mall, ee California defendants Alexander 
Haig, William Ruckelshaus, Leon Jaworski, L. Patrick Gray, 
Clarence Kelley, Dwayne Keyes, Donald Heller, James Chastain, 
Steven Greer, Walter Smith and Clarence Snelson will move 
to dismiss the Amended Complaint filed in the above~captioned 
case, Or such other relief as the Court iene. Graces 
TIGA TIS 
PLATTE 
LEGA ELE 
ILS AIT 
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a. raat aeergiiinds 


MOTION TO DISMISS 

Defendants Alexander Haig, William Ruckelshaus, 
Leon Jaworski, L. Patrick Gray, Clarence Kelley, Dwayne 
Keyes, Donald Heller, James Chastain, Steven Greer, Walter 
smith, and Clarence Snelson hereby move the United States 
District Court to dismiss plaintiff's Amended Complaint 
in the above-captioned case, Or such other relief as the 
Court deems proper on the grounds that said Amended Complaint 
violates Rules 8(a), 8{c) and 10(b) of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure, venue does not rest in the Eastern 
District of California and, the Court does not have in 
personam jurisdiction over Messrs. Haig, Jaworski, Gray, 
Ruckelshaus and Kelly. This Motion is based upon the Memorand 
um of Points and Authorities, and papers attached hereto, 
and such other reasons as the Court shall deem proper. 
VISE TSS 
TITITT/ 
VILITTT 
VIGITII 
FETT T7F 
111/11 / 
T/111// 
LITE SAT 
II/ 1/1 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 

AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF 

MOTION TO DISMISS 

INTRODUCTION 
Plaintiff has served an Amended Complaint upon > 
several defendants, among whom are Alexander Haig, William 
Ruckelshaus, Clarence Kelley, L. Patrick Gray, Leon Jaworski, 
Dwayne Keyes, Donald Heller, James Chastain, Clarence 
snelson, Walter Smith, and Steven Greer. ft is, however, 
unclear from the Amended Complaint whether each of these 
defendants have been served in their individual or official 
capacity. Consequently, each of these defendants has 
brought the present motion by special appearance, and without 
waiving the right to assert pleading defects based upon lack 
of personal jurisdiction, improper venue, insufficiency of 
process or insufficiency of service of process. 
I 

THE AMENDED COMPLAINT DOES NOT 

COMPLY WITH PLEADING REQUIREMENTS 

SET FORTH IN THE FEDERAL RULES 

OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 

A 


THE AMENDED COMPLAINT DOES NOT 
COMPLY WITH F.R.CIV.P. 8 


The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure require that 

A pleading which sets forth a claim 

for relief . . . shall contain... 

a short and plain statement of the 

Claim showing that the pleader is 

entitled to relief . . . F.R.Civ.P. 8(a). 
In addition, the Federal Rules require that 

Each averment of a pleading shall 

be simple, concise, and direct. 

Deke Cl Vers. 8 (ey (1) 

These rules have been applied by the Ninth Circuit 
on Several occasions. In Agnew v. Moody, (9th Cir. 1964) 
330 F.2d 868, the court was presented with a fifty-five page 


Civil fights Complaine,; excluding prayer and exhibits. The 
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District Court dismissed the Complaint on the ground that it 
did not contain ". . . a short and plain statement of the 
claim". Id., at 870. The Ninth Circuit upheld the lower 
court's decision with the statement that 

- - »- the district court was entirely 

justified in holding that the complaint 

did not comply with Rule 8(a), and in 

ordering appellant to replead. Lae 

at 870. 

A Similar issue was addressed by the Ninth Circuit 
in Corcoran v. Yorty, (9th Cir. 1965) 347 F.2d 222. fn thet 
case; another civil rights action, the court cited Rule 
8(a) and stated 

We recently upheld the dismissal of a 

complaint on this ground where the 

complaint was no more confusing than 

that in the present case. (citing 

Agnew v. Moody) What we stated in that 

case 1s appropriate in the present 

setting and we adhere to the position 

taken there. Id., at 223. 

in Carrigan v. California State Legislature, (9th 

Ne CPt etace Legistacure 
Cir. 1959), 263 F.2d 560, the District Court was presented 
with a one hundred eighty-eight page Complaint attacking 
provisions of the California Workmen's Compensation system. 
Again, the Ninth Circuit upheld the dismissal, Citing Rule 
8(a) and Rule 8(e). See also Lowery V. Hauk, (C.D. Cas 1976) 


422 F.Supp. 490; Bouski v. Stewart, (S.D.N.Y. 1974) 381 F. 


Supp. 529; and Liezzi v. Berzak, (S.D.N.Y. 1972) 57 F.R.D. 149, 


The Amended Complaint presently before the Court 


consists of two hundred ninety-one pages.i/ Webster's New 


Collegiate Dictionary defines the term short as "having little 


length". A Complaint of two hundred ninety-one pages has 
substantial length and should be dismissed for that reason 
alone. Such a dismissal is supported by Agnew, Corcoran, 
and Carrigan (supra). 


The Amended Complaint also appears to include 


Within each cause of action several legal theories. Virtuall 


if Although the last page is not numbered 291, there are 
several instances of sub-pages (e.g., 7, 7a, 1D7. Ete) s 
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every cause of action expressly refers to the Civil Rights 
ACT (26 UsS.Cs. § 1343). 42 UsS.Cy. 6 1981 et seg.), the Federal 
Tort Claims Act (28 U.S.C. §§ 1346(b), 2671 et seq.), 
intentional torts, and violations of the First, Fourth, 
Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, and Fourteenth Amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. These causes of actions 
are at various times coupled with allegations of violations 
of the Constitution of the State of California, the Sherman 
Antitrust Act, the Clayton Act, the"Federal Elaction Campaign 
Law and Act" and the California Public Utilities aAct.2/ 
Webster's New Collegiate Dictionary has defined the 
term "plain" as "free of extraneous matter" and as "not 
complicated". Clearly, any pleading that combines several 
legal theories in a single cause of action is complicated 


and contains extraneous matter. 3/ 


The pleading involved here places the burden upon 
the defendants of determining which factual allegation 
applies to which legal theory. The complex and confusing 
combination of numerous legal theories has rendered a proper 
analysis by the defendants impossible. Therefore, the 
Amended Complaint should be dismissed for failure to present 
a "plain" pleading. 

The Amended Complaint is also repetitive. The 
matters addressed in the First Cause of Action through 


the Twenty-second Cause of Action are repeated virtually 


—e 





2/ in addition, virtually every cause of action incorpor- 


ates by reference ". . . all allegations set forth 
in all causes of action herein, hereinbefore and herein- 
after complained of . .." (see for example Third 


Cause of Action, et seq.). 


3/ An example of the type of extraneous matter included 
within the Amended Complaint may be seen at page 273c. 
When seventy-five causes of action combine numerous 
legal theories within each cause of action, the matter 
is further complicated. 
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a: 


verbatim in the Thirtieth Causes of Action through the 
Fifty-Second Cause of Action. In a few of these causes 
of action the grammar is Slightly altered, however, there 
are no substantive alterations. Such repetition is contrary 
to the requirement in F.R.Civ.P. 8(e) of a "concise" pleading. 
tn addition to the matters raised above, the 
Amended Complaint is interwoven with allegations of conspiracy, 
John Doe allegations and incorporations by reference. As 
a result, it is impossible to determine which defendants 
are intended to be included in the following Causes of 
Action. 
L) Causes of actions that allege conspiracies among 
defendants or refer to". .., defendants and each of them 
".4/ Pirst, Second, Fifth, Sixth, Eighth, Ninth, 
Twelfth, Thirteenth, Fourteenth, Fifteenth, seventeenth, 
Eighteenth, Nineteenth, Twentieth, Twenty-first, Twenty- 
second, Twenty-third, Twenty-fifth, Twenty~-seventh, Twenty- 
eighth, Twenty-ninth, TREPELeCEh, Thirty-first, Tharty-fourth, 
Thirty-fifth, Thirty~-seventh, Thirty-eighth, Forty-first, 
Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty~fourth, Forty-sixth, Forty- 
Seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, 
Fifty-ninth, Sixty-sixth, seventh-third, Seventy-fourth and 
seventh-fifth. 
2) Causes of actions that allege acts by John Does:2/ 


Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth, Twelfth, 





eee es 
4/ The defendants have not included conspiracy allegations 
i that cite acts of ". . . said defendants .. se “Rather 
the defendants only include allegations directed to 
". » « defendants ..."or", .. defendants and each 


of them ...," 

of "Doe" allegations are an improper means of naming 
defendants. Wilitsie v. California Department of 
Corrections, (9th Cir. 1968) 4066 F.od S153 Loletres 
v. Ritz (9th Cir. 1967) 382 F.2q@ 566. | 
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Eighteenth, Nineteenth, Twentieth, Twenty-first, Twenty- 
Second, Twenty-third, Twenty-fourth, twenty-fifth, Twenty- 
Seventh, Twenty-ninth, Thirty-fourth, Thirty-fifth, Thirty- 
Sixth, Thirty-seventh, Thirty-eighth, Thirty-ninth, Forty- 
first, Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-fourth, Forty-fiftth, 
Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, 
Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Sixty-third, Sixty tieen, Sixty-sixth, 
Sixty-seventh, Sixty-ninth, seventieth, Seventy~-second, 
seventy-fourth and Seventy-fifth. 

With the John Doe allegations, conspiratorial 
allegations, ee to "defendants" or "defendants and 
each of then" and allegations that incorporate by reference 


Thirteenth, Fourteenth, Fifteenth, Sixteenth, seventeenth, 
» «+ - all allegations set forth in all causes of actions 
herein, hereinbefore and hereinafter complained of ..." 

the Amended Complaint is neither "short" nor "plain" as 
required by F.R.Civ.P. § 8(a). Moreover, the Amended Complaint 
is not simple, concise, and direct, as required by I. RyCivsPs 

§ 8(e). Therefore, it is respectfully requested that the 

Court dismiss plaintiff's Amended Complaint for failure to 
comply with Rule 8 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

B 


THE AMENDED COMPLAINT DOES NOT 
COMPLY WITH F.R.CIV.P. 10(b) 


In addition to F.R.Civ.P. 8, this Motion to Dismiss 


is premised upon F.R.Civ.P. 10(b). That rule states that 


Each claim founded upon a separate trans- 
action or occurrence .. . shall be stated 
in a separate count or defense whenever 
Separation facilitates the clear presenta- 
tion of the matters set forth. (Emphasis 
added) 


Rule 10(b) was discussed in Barnard v. Pennsylvania 
Range Boiler Company, (E.D. PA 1962) 32 F.R.D. 58. There, 


plaintiff combined, within a single cause of action, claims 
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based upon negligence and breach of warranty. Defendant 

moved to dismiss based upon rules 8 and 10 of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure. [In response to the rule 10(b) 

assertion, the court stated 

Plaintiff's Complaint does not conform to 

this rule. Even a cursory reading of the 

disputed averments in paragraphs 6 and 7 

Show a haphazard intermingling of negligence | 

allegations with breach of warranty claims. 

This makes it extremely difficult if not 

impossible for each of these four defendants 

to answer this Complaint. Some may be only 

guilty of negligence and others may be only 

guilty of breach of warranty. This plead- 

ing is not within the spirit and intent of 

Pa ReClys Ps. (hot): 

As discussed above the Amended Complaint includes 
numerous claims and numerous defendants within each cause 
of action. Defendants are thus left with the impossible 
burden of having to guess which claims apply to which defen- 
dants under which set of facts. For this reason, and those 
stated above, it is respectfully TeGuestved “that: piarnrire's 
Amended Complaint be dismissed. 

TI 
IT CANNOT BE DETERMINED WHETHER 


VENUE FOR THE ALLEGED ACTS RESTS 
IN THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
EAL E URN LA 


a 


In addition to the matters discussed above, 
defendants Haig, Ruckelshaus, Kelley, Gray and Jaworski move 
to dismiss the Amended Complaint on the Ground that venue is 
improper in the Eastern District of California. 

Since the Amended Complaint presents a civil 
action not based solely upon diversity jurisdiction, venue 
is governed by 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b). 

A civil action wherein Jurisdiction is not 

founded solely on diversity of citizenship 

may be brought only in the judicial district 

where all defendants reside, or in which 

the claim arose, except as otherwise pro- 


vided by law. 
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Plaintiff has not and cannot demonstrate that 
any of the acts alleged against these defendants occurred 
in California for the Simple reason that all of these defen- 
Gants were in Washington D.c. Therefore, venue is improper 
because it has not been brought in the district ". . . in 
which the claim arose . - » {28 U.S.C. § 1391 (b)]. 
Moreover, plaintiff has not and cannot demonstrate that all 
defendants reside in the Eastern District of California, 
Since each was served puede the State of California. 
Thus, each of these defendants moves to dismiss the Amended 
Complaint for lack of proper venue. 
al 

CALIFORNIA LACKS IN PERSONAM 

JURISDICTION OVER DEFENDANTS 

HAIG, RUCKELSHAUS, KELLEY, 

GRAY AND JAWORSKI 

Jurisdiction over the defendants may be asserted 

in the United States District Court for the Eastern District 
of California only if defendants Haig, Ruckelshaus, Kelley, 
Gray and Jaworski have sufficient "Minimal contacts" with 
California to make the exercise of jurisdiction over the 
parties "reasonable" and consistent with the requirements 
of due process. International Shoe Co. v. Washington, 
(1945), 326 U.S. 310: Dracor Shipping Corporation v. Union 


Tank Car Company, (9th Cir. 1966), 361 F.2d 43; Kourkene 


v. American BBR, Inc., (9th Cir. 1963), 313 F.24 769: 
2 SEAN DON, tNnC. 


L. D. Reeder Contractors of Arizona v. Higgins Industries, 
ee ON Vs Higgins Industries, 


Inc., (9th Cir. 1959), 265 F.2d 768; Le Vecke v. Griesedieck 


Western Brewery Co., (9th Cir. 1956), 233 F.2d 772. The 


burden of establishing sufficient contacts between the 

State and the defendants, sufficient to justify service 

of process and personal jurisdiction, iS upon the plaintiff. 
Moreover, plaintiff's evidence must be in the form of 
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probative facts. The allegations appearing in the Amended 


Complaint are not sufficient and the trial court is not 


bound by the pleadings. Taylor v. Portland Paramount 


Corporation, (9th Cir. 1967), 383 F.24 634; Tiffany Records, 


inc. v. M. B. Krupp Distributors, inc., (1969), 276 Cal.App.2 
ts PP Vastriputcors, sinc. 
610, 81 Cal.Rptr. 320; 


in a motion of this type, pilaintiers 
have the burden of establishing the 
Presence of the defendant they under- 
take to sue. (citations omitted) 


[WJhere a defendant properly moves to 
quash out of state service of process 

for lack of jurisdiction, the burden of 
proof is upon the plaintiff to establish 
the facts of jurisdiction by a prepon- 
derance of the evidence ... (citations 


omitted). Kesler v. schetky Equipment Corp., 
(N.D. Cal. 1961), 


200° Ff... Sipp.- 678, 779. 
A 
PLAINTIFF MUST ESTABLISH THAT 
EACH PARTY HAS ENGAGED IN PUR- 
POSEFUL ACTIVITY WITHIN THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
California standards for the imposition of juris-~ 
diction over nonresident individuals are identical with 
federal constitutional Standards. California Code of Civil 
Procedure, Section 410.10 provides that: 
A court of this state may exercise 
Jurisdiction on any basis not incon- 
Sistent with the Constitution of this 
state or of the United States. 


Federal constitutional law regarding in personam 


jurisdiction was developed in a series of United States 


Supreme Court cases. In International Shoe Co. v. Washington 
ee I eV NESE CON: 


(1945), 326 U.S. 310, the Supreme Court developed what has 
come to be known as the "minimum contacts" test: 


Whether due process is satisfied must 
depend rather upon the quality and nature 
of the activity in relation to the fair 
and orderly administration of the laws 
which it was the purpose of the due pro- 
cess clause to insure. That clause does 
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not contemplate that a state may make 
binding a judgment in personam against 

an individual or corporate defendant with 
which the state has no contacts, ties, or 
relations. Id., at 319. 


In International Shoe, the Court found that the 
defendant had regularly, systematically and continuously 
Solicited orders in the forum state through salesmen re- 
Siding within the state, that these activities were "neither 
irregular nor casual", that these efforts resulted ina 
Substantial volume of interstate business, and that, in 
effect, the defendant had sought and received the benefits 
and protections of the forum state. In addition, the obliga- 
tion sued upon arose out of these very activities. All of 
these factors are entirely lacking with respect to defendnats 
Haig, Ruckelshaus, Kelley, Gray and Jaworski. 

In Hanson v. Denckla, (1958), 357 U.S. 235, the 
Supreme Court, after noting the trend of expanding personal 
jurisdiction over nonresidents, stated: 


But it is a mistake to assume that this 
trend heralds the eventual demise of all 
restrictions on the personal jurisdiction 
of state courts. See Vanderbilt v. Vander- 
bilt; 3542 U.S. Ale, 418, 1 t.ba.2d 1456, 
1459, 77 S.Ct. 1369. Those restrictions 
are more than a guarantee of immunity from 
inconvenient or distant litigation. They 
are a consequence of territorial limita- 
tions on the power of the respective States. 
However minimal the burden of defending in 
a foreign tribunal, a defendant may not be 
called upon to do so unless he has had the 
‘Minimal contacts! with that State that 

are a prerequisite to its exercise of 

power over him. See International Shoe 

Co. v. Washington, 326 U.S. 310, 319, 90. 
L.Ed. 95, 103, 66 S.Ct. 154, 161 ALR 1057. 





k* kk * 


The unilateral activity of those who claim 
some relationship with a nonresident defen- 
dant cannot satisfy the requirement of 
contact with the forum State. The applica- 
tion of that rule will vary with the quality 
and nature of the defendant's activity, 
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1 but it is essential in each case that there 
be some act by which the defendant purpose- 





2 fully avails itself of the privilege of 
conducting activities within the forum 
3 State, thus invoking the benefits and pro- 
tections of its laws. (Emphasis added) 
4 Hanson v. Denckla, 357 U.S. 235, 251-253 
5 B 
6 DEFENDANTS! ACTIVITY IN CALIFORNIA 
DOES NOT JUSTIFY EXERCISE OF IN 
q PERSONAM JURISDICTION 
8 The issue presently before this Court is whether 
9 personal jurisdiction may be exercised over a nonresident 
10 federal government official. In Kipperman v. McCone, (N.D. 
i} Cal.) 422 F.Supp 860, the concepts announced in International 
12 shoe and CCP 410.10 were given application to the case at bar 
ls There, nonresident federal officials were charged with 
1d illegally opening plaintiff's mail in New York. Plaintife; 
i who brought suit in San Francisco, contended that in personam 
16 jurisdiction existed in California since a similar mail 
7 intercept program occurred in San Francisco. The court 
18 stated, 
19 The Court also rejects the contention 
that the operation of the CIA's West 
20 Coast Mail Intercept in San Francisco 
for several two to three week periods 
21 during 1969, 1970 and 1971 supply it 
with jurisdiction over the nonresident 
ae Getendants. 1d. -at 873 
23 kk & 
24 Thus, in the final analysis, plaintiff 
cannot identify any act committed in 
os this state by any of the nonresident 
defendants which is substantially re- 
28 lated to the alleged interception of 
. ner mail. to-or from the. Soviet. Union 
97 Im New LOrKs. -Ldes: sat: 874% 
98 tn the present case, plaintiff simply cannot identify 
29 any acts of defendants Haig, Ruckelshaus, Gray, Kelley or 
30 Jaworski that are sufficient to justify in personam juris- 
3] diction in California. As a result, the burden of proving 
39 sufficient contacts to justify jurisdiction has not and 
cannot be met. 
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IV 

A FEDERAL OFFICIAL CANNOT BE 

HELD PERSONALLY LIABLE UNDER 

A VICARIOUS LIABILITY THEORY 

ao APA PREORY 

tt remains unclear whether plaintiff has named 

various defendants in their official or individual capacities 
To the extent that the Amended Complaint might be construed 
to seek personal liability of a federal official for the 


acts of employees of a governmental agency, it is defective. 


In Sportique Fashions, INCe Ve Sullivans. (NxC. Cal; 
ee eer Ce Vee DULEEV Ol 


1976) 421 F.Supp. 302 plaintiff sought personal recovery 


from several postal officials for late or non-delivery of 
advertising materials. Upon Challenge by the defendants, 
the Court stated 


No defendant herein may be held liable | 
under a theory of vicarious liability 
for the acts of subordinates or other 
employees in the Postal Service. 
(Citations omitted) Id. , at 306. 


The issue of vicarious liability with respect to 
constitutional violations was treated in Kite v. Kelley, 
(10th Cir. 1976) 546 F.2d 334. The Court stated 

The question then is whether a federal 

officer may be held monetarily liable 

for acts of his subordinates resulting 


in the deprivation of constitutional 
rights. 


k Kk * 


On the assumption that (plaintiff) was 

deprived of some constitutional right, 

he nevertheless may not recover from 

any of the defendants on the doctrine 

Or respondent superior. Id. at 337. 
Thus, in the present case, plaintiff may not recover 
damages from an individual federal official for the acts of 
Subordinates. To the extent that the Amended Complaint 
seeks such recovery, it is improper. 
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Thus, for each of the foregoing reasons, it is 
respectfully requested that the Amended Complaint in this 
matter be dismissed. 
DATE: . duly 31, 1978 


HERMAN SILLAS 
United States Attorney 
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7,” JAMES S. JOINER 
Assistant U. S. Attorney 
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[THE UNITED STATES OF 
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Toe undersigned 


Orrice of the United Stetes Attorney for the Eastern . 


oF California 
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@ person oF such ege and discretion 


as to be competent to serve papers. 


thet 02 Julv 31. 1978 she served a 


NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS 


in 
% 


by plecing said copy 


» Bereinarver nemed, 2b 


st 4 
Vee I> wr 


George A. Bronson 
P, O. Box 588 
Sacramento, CA 95804 


Darryl Doke, Esq. 

Deputy Attorney General 
State of California 

555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Westley & Callahan 
300 University Avenue 
Suite 207 

Sacramento, CA 95825 


Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher 
515 South Flower Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 


Ramsey, Scott & Morrison 
800 Ninth Street 
sacramento, CA 95814 


Downey, Brand, Seymour & Rower 
955 Capitol Mall, Suite 4050 
sacramento, CA 95814 


copy of the attached 


envelope addressed to the person(s) 


end address(es) stated beloyv, which 
end by depositing said envelope and 


av Sacramento, California. 


Diepenbrock, Wulff, Plant & Hannegan 
455 Capitol Mall, Suite 800 
sacrament CA 95814 


John H. Larson, Co. Counsel 
County of Los Angeles 

648 Hall of Administration 
500 West Temple Street 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 


Bolling, Pothoven, Walter & Gawthrop 
555 University Avenue 
Sacramento, CA 95825 


Vantassell, Fornasero & Vantassell 
917 G Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Burt Pines, City Attorney 
City of Los Angeles 

1700 City Hall East 

200 North Main Street 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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